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8587. Also, letter from New England Antivivisection So-
ciety, of Boston, Mass., urging passage of House bill 7884 for
the exemption of dogs from vivisection; to the Committee on
the District of Columbia.

8588. Also, petition of 40 residents of the third congres-
sional district of Massachusetts, urging passage of House
bill 7884 providing for the exemption of dogs from vivisec-
tion in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

8589. By Mr. JENKINS: Petition signed by about 200
citizens, business men, and veterans of Meigs County, Ohio,
petitioning Congress to support the Patman bill for the imme-
diate payment of the full face value of veterans’ adjusted-
compensation certificates; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

8590. Also, petition signed by 34 members of Feeney-
Bennett Post, No. 128, of the American Legion of Middle-
port, Ohio, earnestly requesting a favorable vote on legislation
before Congress providing for immediate payment of the full
face value of veterans’ adjusted-compensation certificates;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

8591, By Mr. JOHNS! of Texas: Petition of Mr. R. G.
Hill, departmental chaplain, American Legion, Groesbeck,
Tex., urging payment of adjusted-service certificates issued
to World War veterans; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

8592. Also, petition of Jack C. Barnard, Wichita Falls,
Tex., favoring a tariff on oil; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

8593. By Mr. KINZER: Petition of Veterans’ of Foreign
Wars of Lancaster County, Pa., urging enactment of the bill
providing for immediate payment of adjusted-compensation
certificates in cash to the veterans; to the Commitiee on
‘Ways and Means.

8594, By Mr. LEA: Petitions of 50 residents of San An-
selmo, Marin County, Calif., urging passage of House bill
7884, providing for the exemption of dogs from vivisection
in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

8595. By Mr. MENGES: Petition of the Young Women's
Christian Association, of Hanover, Pa., and the Lions Club,
of York, Pa., asking Congress to so amend the Constitution
of the United States as to count only citizens for congres-
sional representation; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

8596. By Mr. MERRITT: Petition of sundry citizens of
the fourth congressional district of Connecticut, urging the
passage of House bill 7884, providing for the exemption of
dogs from vivisection in the District of Columbia; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

8597. By Mr. HARCOURT J. PRATT: Petition of M. A.
Emerick, Edward J. Yerick, Ella Cooper, Roy Chittenden,
Mrs. Henry Tegtmeier, Frank G. Yerick, Grace H. Austin,
Jennie Emerick, Clara Zimmer, Minnie Schwarze, Kate
Soder, Blanche H. Chittenden, and Carrie Krouse, all of
Stottville, Columbia County, N. Y., praying for passage of
House bill 7884, to exempt dogs from vivisection in the Dis-
trict of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

85698. By Mr. SHOTT of West Virginia: Memorial of
Painter-Porroni Post, No. 1021, Veterans of Foreign Wars,
urging the payment of adjusted-compensation certificates;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

8599. By Mr. STONE: Petition signed by Vera Binkley
and others, urging the passage of House bill 7884, for the
exemption of dogs from vivisection; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

8600. By Mr. TEMPLE: Petition of J. Osburn Lewis, 29
West Pike Street, Canonsburg, Pa., in support of payment at
this time of the adjusted-compensation of ex-service men;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

8601. By Mr. WOLVERTON of West Virginia: Petition of
Shirley M. Eye, commercial instructor, Walton District High
School, Walton, W. Va., and Homer H. May, principal of the
same school, urging Congress to take favorable action on the
Capper-Reed bill; to the Committee on Education.
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THURSDAY, JANUARY 15, 1931
(Legislative day of Monday, January 5, 1931)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian, on the expiration
of the recess.

PROVISO STRICKEN FROM RULE XVI

Mr, MOSES. Mr. President, I wish to submit a unani-
mous-consent request.

Mr. LAFOLLETTE. Mr. President, I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New
Hampshire yield for that purpose?

Mr. MOSES. I do not.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hamp-
shire declines to yield.

Mr. MOSES. The Committee on Rules is engaged in the
preparation of a new edition of the Senate Manual. We
find on page 20-B, in connection with the rule in reference
to appropriation bills, this phrase:

Provided, That this rule shall not apply to the bill making

appropriations for the Post Office Department for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1523.

I wish to ask unanimous consent to have the proviso
stricken from the rule.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ashurst Frazier King Shipstead
Barkley George La Follette Bhortridge
Bingham Gillett McGill Simmons
Black Glass McEellar Smith

Blaine Glenn McMaster Smoot
Borah Goff McNary Steiwer
Bratton Goldsborough Metcalf Stephens
Brock Gould Morrison Swanson
Brookhan Hale Morrow Thomas, Idaho
Bulkley Harris Moses Thomas, Okla.
Capper Harrison Norbeck Townsend
Caraway Hastings Norris

Carey Hatfield Nye Tydings
Connally Hawes Oddie Vandenberg
Copeland Hayden Partridge Wagner
Couzens Hebert Patterson Walcott
Cutting Heflin Pine ‘Walsh, Mass,
Dale Howell Pittman Walsh, Mont.
Davis Johnson Reed . Waterman
Deneen Jones Robinson, Atk. Watson

Dill Kean Robinson, Ind Wheeler
Fess Eendrick Schall 1lliamson
Fletcher Keys Sheppard

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ninety-one Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The question
is on the unanimous-consent request of the Senator from
New Hampshire [Mr. Mosgs], which he will again state.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, in connection with the revi-
sion of the Senate Manual, which is being made by the Com-
mittee on Rules for the Seventy-second Congress, we find
an archaic provision on page 20-B in the rule relating to
appropriation bills, there being a proviso as follows:

Provided, That this rule shall not apply to the bill making
appropriations for the Post Office Department for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1923,

I have asked unanimous consent that this proviso may be
stricken from that rule.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and it is so ordered.

PROPOSED CONSOLIDATION OF VETERANS' AFFAIRS

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, I desire to submit an
inquiry to the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. MosEes].
I have a resolution which is pending before the Committee
on Rules with reference to the creation of a new committee
to handle all veterans’ affairs now handled by the Finance
Committee and the Appropriations Committee, and also
combining with it the Committee on Pensions. I want to

ask the Senator what prospect there is of getting a report
on that resolution?
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Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator
that in connection with the revised edition of the manual,
which the Committee on Rules is now preparing, it intends
to dispose of all pending matters affecting-rules prior to the
adjournment of the present session, in order that changes
may be carried in the new manual.

Mr. BROOKHART. There are some matters I would like
to have submitted for the consideration of the new commit-
tee during the present session. If it could be done by the
1st of February I think it would be early enough.

Mr. MOSES. The Senator from New Hampshire is not
sufficiently in control of his committee, as the Senator from
Iowa is of the commitiee of which he is chairman, so I
can not make that promise. However, I will say. to the
Senator that there is no disposition on the part of the com-
mittee to delay the matter. As I have said fo the Senator
in private conversation, we have thought it very advisable
that any change in the rules should take effect at the be-
ginning of the long session of the new Congress rather than
at the end of the short session of the Seventy-first Con-
gress,

Mr. BROOKHART. If the committee adheres to that
position I would like to submit the question to the Senate
itself.

Mr. MOSES. I will give the Senator ample notice if the
committee continues to adhere to that position. I hope the
Senator is not so optimistic as to think that legislation
coming within the purview of the new committee can be
initiated and passed through the Congress before the 4th
of March.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Mr. PATTERSON presented petitions of sundry citizens
of the State of Missouri praying for the passage of legisla-
tion for the exemption of dogs from vivisection in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, which were referred to the Committec on
the District of Columbia.

Mr. TYDINGS presented a petition of sundry citizens of
Hyattsville, Md., praying for the prompt ratification of the
World Court protocols, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Balti-
more, Md., praying for the passage of legislation for the ex-
emption of dogs from vivisection in the District of Columbia,
which were referred to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

Mr. CAPPER presented resolutions unanimously adopted
by the First Church of the Brethren, of Wichita, Kans.,
praying for the prompt ratification of the World Court
protocols, which were referred to the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

He also presented a resolution adopted by a meeting of
the business men of Clyde, Kans., favoring the passage of
legislation for the regulation of motor bus and truck traffic,
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com-
merce.

He also presented petitions of members of the Christian
Science Quindaro Society, of the First Church of Christ,
Scientist, and of the Second Church of Christ, Scientist,
all of Kansas City, Kans., praying for the passage of the
so-called Vestal copyright bill, which were referred to the
Committee on Patents.

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented petitions of sundry citi-
zens of Baltimore, Md., praying for the passage of legisla-
tion for the exemption of dogs from vivisection in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, which were referred to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

He also presented petitions numerously signed by sundry
citizens of the State of Maryland, praying for the ratifica-
tion of the World Court protocols, including the so-called
Root formula, which were referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

TAXATION OF INDIAN LANDS IN IDAHO
Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I ask permission to have
printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on
Indian Affairs two telegrams from the secretary of state of
the State of Idaho.
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There being no objection, the telegrams were referred to
the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed
in the Recorp, as follows:

Boisg, Inano, January 14, 1931.
Hon. WiLriam E, Boran,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.:

A copy of Senate Joint Memorial No. 2 wired to Secretary of
Senate to-day and certified copy being mailed to you, this memorial
urges Congress to enact such legislation as will permit United
States Government to pay to counties and States in which Indian
lands are situated the taxes that would ordinarily be assessed
against such lands.

Frep E. LUKENS,
Secretary of State.

e

Boisk, Ipano, January 14, 1931,
EpwiN PorE THAYER,
Secretary of the Senate:

Senate Joint Memorial No. 2 has been duly passed by the Legis-
lature of the State of Idaho as follows:

“ We, your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho,
respectfully represent, that—

“ Whereas in Idaho and other Northwestern States, there are In-
dian lands which are not subject to taxation; and

“ Whereas the various States and counties in which such Indian
lands are situated are obliged fo expend vast sums of money an-
nually for the support of State and county governments, and for
the building and maintaining of public highways; and

“ Whereas such countles and States received no tax revenue from
such Indian lands, and this fact is resulting in an undue tax
burdsn upon the property owners generally of the counties and
States aflected; and

“ Whereas it is understood that the Members of the United States
Congress are at this time giving consideration to measures relieving
such States and counties from such burdens: Now, therefore,

it

“Resolved by the Senate of the State of Idaho (the House of
Representatives concurring), That we most respectfully urge the
Congress of the United States of America to give careful consid-
eration to this matter and to enact such legislation as will permit
the United States Government to pay to said counties and States
the taxes that would ordinarily he assessed against sald lands: And
be it further

“ Resolved, That the secretary of state of the State of Idaho be
authorized, and he is hereby directed, to forward this memorial to
the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of
America, and to mail copies thereof to the Senators and Representa-
tives in Congress from this State.”

Frep E. LUKENS,
Secretary of State.
EVILS OF ALCOHOLISM

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I ask unanimcetis consent
to have printed in the Recorp and appropriately referred
a resolution in the nature of a memorial from the Church
School, of Belle Glade, Fla.

There being no objection,- the resolution was referred to
the Committee on Education and Labor and ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Whereas former Congressman William David Upshaw has called
attention to the efforts of the enemles of prohibition, through
“wet " publications and otherwise, to miseducate the youth of
the United States on the evils of alcoholism, the merits of prohi-
bition, and the desirability of its enforcement; and

Whereas said Mr. Upshaw advises that the United States Gov-
ernment counteract this effort by aiding in the work of educating
our young people, notably in the public schools and land-grant
colleges, regarding the efTects of alcohol on the human system:
Therefore be it

Resolved, That the Church School, of Belie Glade, Fla., memo-
rialize our United States Senators, Hon. Duncan U. FLErcHER and
Parg TrammEeLL, and our Congresswoman from the fourth con-
gressional district, Mrs. RurH BrYaAN OWwEN, to ald, in all practi-
cable ways, in promoting the above proposal.

Adopted on Sunday, January 11, 1931, unanimously.

THoS. E. WILL,
Author and Chairman pro tempore.
JANUARY 11, 1931.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

Mr. FESS, from the Committee on the Library, to which
was referred the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 228) to provide
for the relocation of the statue of Maj. Gen. John A.
Rawlins, reported it without amendment.

Mr. BROCE, from the Committee on Commerce, to which
was referred the bill (H. R. 11230) to authorize a preliminary
examination of Yellow Creek and other tributaries of the
Cumberland River in and about the city of Middlesboro,
Ky., with a view to the control of their floods, and for other
purposes, reported it without amendment and submitted
a report (No. 1300) thereon.
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Mr. BLACK, from the Committee on Claims, to which
were_referred the following bills, reported them each with
an amendment and submitted reports thereon:

S.13. An act for the relief of the Upson-Walton Co.
(Rept. No. 1301) ; and

S.1367. An act for the relief of Amos D. Carver, S. E.
Turner, Clifford N. Carver, Scott Blanchard, P. B. Blanchard,
James B. Parse, A. N. Blanchard, and W. A. Blanchard
(Rept. No. 1302). ’

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Territories and
Insular Affairs, to which was referred the joint resolution
(S. J. Res. 120) authorizing the President to reorganize the
administration of the insular possessions, reported it with-
out amendment and submitted a report (No. 1303) thereon.

Mr. BROOKHART, from the Committee on Claims, to
which was referred the bill (8. 3050) for the relief of James
M. Booth, reported it with an amendment and submitted
a report (No. 1304) thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to which were referred
the following bills, reported them each without amendment
and submitted reports thereon:

S.4726. An act for the relief of Alexander H. Bright
(Rept. No. 1305) ; and

S.5192. An act for the relief of Donald K. Warner (Rept.
No. 1306).

SALARY OF MINISTER TO LIBERIA

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, I report back favorably from
the Committee on Foreign Relations without amendment
the bill (H. R. 9991) to fix the salary of the minister to
Liberia. On yesterday the Foreign Relations Committee
reached a unanimous agreement that this bill, fixing the sal-
ary of our minister to Liberia at $10,000 a year, which was
passed by the House of Representatives on April 7, 1930,
should be reported favorably to the Senate.

The salary of $5,000 now appropriated for the office of
minister to Liberia is inadequate. It is less than that re-
ceived by any other foreign representative in Monrovia. It
is disproportionate to the salaries paid to the classified For-
eign Service officers of the United States. The British con-
sul general and the general consul at Monrovia in 1925 and
1926 received each a salary of $7,500 a year, and they were
allowed in addition certain sums for entertainment and
household expenses. In 1926 and 1927 the British consul
general received $9,272 salary and an allowance of $2,196,
equaling the sum of $11,468, which is more than double the
compensation then paid to the American minister and con-
sul general. The British consul general, in addition, had a
house provided for him, in which he resided. The British
Legation at Monrovia, owned and furnished completely by
the British Government, is a 2-story concrete building with
14 rooms and all modern improvements. It is also my in-
formation that Germany, France, and Spain provide ade-
quate quarters for their representatives.

The United States of America has many interests in
Liberia, and it is, of course, the duty of the American min-
ister not only to maintain but to advance them in every way
possible. Liberia has always regarded the United States as
a nation interested in its political, financial, and economic
advancement. The missionary interests of the United States
in that country involve a hundred missionaries, white and
colored, and the religious investments total about $500,000
and involve an expenditure of about $300,000 a year. The
United States has a large amount of capital invested in the
rubber plantations, and there is an American loan to Liberia
amounting to about $5,000,000. The American minister per-
forms both diplomatic and consular functions, and for this
dual service he is receiving now only a salary of $5,000 a
vear, which is $5,000 less than is paid to any other minister
of the United States. It is $4,000 less than is paid to Foreign
Service officers of the first class and proportionately less
than what is paid to other officers of the Consular Service
in the lower classes. It is a strange anomaly that one of
our ministers should receive a salary lower than a second
secretary of one of our legations. The duties of the Amer-
ican minister to Liberia are fairly compared by the State
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Department to those performed by our ministers to the
smaller Latin American countries. All of these ministers
receive $10,000 a year.

It is further stated that the cost of living at Monrovia
for a diplomatic representative is much higher than it is in
the United States. It is therefore impossible for the Amer-
ican minister to rent his own home, to do such entertaining
as the situation requires, and to maintain his household
unless he be a man of large independent means, It is there-
fore submitted for the reasons stated that H. R. 9991, fixing
the salary of the minister to Liberia at $10,000 a year, and
passed by the House of Representatives April 7, 1930, should

-be passed by the Senate of the United States and become

a law at the earliest possible moment.

I observe the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions [Mr. Boraa] in the Chamber, and I wish to say that
I spoke to the senior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RoBINsoN]
concerning the matter, and out of order I ask unanimous
consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the
bill at this time.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the
information of the Senate.

The legislative clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etec., That the salary of the envoy extraordinary
and minister plenipotentiary of the United States to Liberia, when
appointed, shall be $10,000 per annum, and section 1683 of the
Revised Statutes and such portions of title 22, section 32, of the

United States Code, as fixes the compensation of a minister resi-
dent and consul general to Liberia are hereby repealed.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the bill?
There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to con-
sider the bill, which was read the third time and passed.
EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

As in executive session,

Mr. BORAH, from the Committee on Foreign Relations,
reported favorably the nominations of sundry officers in the
Diplomatic and Foreign Service, which were placed on the
Executive Calendar.

He also, from the same commitiee, reported favorably
Executive B, Seventy-first Congress, third session, being a -
treaty with Germany for the extradition of fugitives from
justice, signed at Berlin on July 12, 1930, which was placed
on the Executive Calendar.

Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Commerce, re-
ported favorably the nomination of Lieut. (Junior Grade)
(Temporary) John S. Merriman, jr., to be a lieutenant
(temporary) in the Coast Guard of the United States, which
was placed on the Executive Calendar.

Mr. MOSES, from the Committee on Post Offices and Post
Roads, reported favorably sundry post-office nominations,
which were placed on the Executive Calendar.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED

Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and

‘referred as follows: -

By Mr. FESS:

A bill (S. 5725) for the relief of Frank B. Niles, former
collector of internal revenue (with an accompanying paper) ;
to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. BORAH:

A bill (S. 5726) granting a pension to Granville Brown
(with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 5727) granting a pension to Anderson M. Cox
(with accompanying papers) ; and

A hill (8. 5728) granting an increase of pension to Maria
L. Wood (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. TYDINGS:

A bill (8. 5729) to authorize the Secretary of War to do-
nate certain' bronze cannon to the Maryland Society,
Daughters of the American Revolution, for use at Fort
Frederick, Md.; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. DILL:

A bill (8. 5730) for the relief of Themas M. Buist; and
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A bill (8. 5731) authorizing the appointment and retire-
ment as a brigadier general, United States Army, of W. R.
Abercrombie; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. REED:

A hill (S, 5732) to authorize the acquisition for military
purposes of land in Orange County, N. Y., for use as an addi-
tion to the West Point Military Reservation; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. DALE:

A bill (8. 5733) granting an increase of pension to Ma-
dora C. Brooks (with accompanying papers) ; and

A hill (8. 5734) granting an increase of pension to Mary
E. Watson (with accompanying papers);
on Pensicons.

By Mr. HASTINGS:

A bill (8. 5735) granting an increase of pension to Jennie
A. Faries; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HAYDEN:

A bill (S. 5736) granting an increase of pension to Burel
E. Pollard; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GOFF:

A bill (S. 5737) for the relief of John M. Moore; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

A bill (S. 5738) to amend the law relative to the resump-
tion of citizenship by women who lost their United States
citizenship by marriage; to the Committee on Immigration.

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana:

A bill (8. 5739) to amend an act entitled “An act to
fix the compensation of officers and employees of the Legis-
lative Branch of the Government”; to the Commitiee on
Appropriations.

By Mr. CAPPER: %

A bill (S. 5740) to amend subsection (a) of section 1 of
the act relating to the George Washington Memorial Park-
way, approved May 29, 1930; and

A bill (8. 5741) to amend the Code of Law for the Dis-
trict of Columbia, approved March 3, 1901, as amended, by
adding a new chapter relating to guardians for incompetent
veterans, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

By Mr. COPELAND:

A bill (8. 5742) for the relief of Alexander Gilchrist, jr.;
to the Committee on Finance.

A bill (8. 5743) to authorize 24-hour quarantine inspection
service in certain ports of the United States, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. REED;

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 233) to provide for the erec-
tion of a suitable memorial to the Second Division, American
Expeditionary Forces; to the Committee on the Library.

By Mr. SMITH and Mr. GEORGE:

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 234) making applicable for
the year 1931 the provisions of the act of Congress approved
March 3, 1930, for relief to farmers in the flood and/or

drought-stricken areas; to the Committee on Agriculture

and Forestry.

By Mr, GOFF':

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 235) authorizing the placing
in the National Statuary Hall of a statue in honor of the
American mother and other patriotic women of the United
States; to the Committee on the Library.

AMENDMENTS TO INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. SHORTRIDGE submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to House bill 14675, the Interior Depart-
ment appropriation bill, which was ordered to lie on the
table and to be printed, as follows:

On page 87, line 18, strike out the word “ only.”

In line 19, after the word * municipalities,” insert the following:

“ Provided further, That if any State or municipality which has
entered into cooperation during the fiscal year ending June 30,
1832, shall cancel or withdraw the whole or part of its funds, the
unused balance of the Federal allotment shall be available for map-
ping national forests, national parks, or other Federal projects.”

Mr. HOWELL submitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to House bill 14675, the Interior Depart-
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ment appropriation bill, which was ordered to lie on the
table and to be printed, as follows:

On page 117, line 1, after the word * bin.dlng," insert tha fol-
lowing proviso:

“ Provided further, That not to exceed £250,000 of this fund
shall be available for continuation of the investigation of mineral
and other resources of Alaska to ascertain the potential resources
available which will affect railroad tonnage.”

Also, In said line 1, strike out * 8200.060 " and insert In lieu
thereof ** $250,000.”

PRINTING OF THE SENATE RULES AND MANUAL

Mr. MOSES submitted the following resolution (S. Res.
402), which was referred to the Committee on Rules:

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be, and is hereby, di-
rected to prepare a revised edition of the Senate Rules and
Manual for the use of the Seventy-second Congress, and that
2,600 additional copies be printed for the use of the committee,

of which 300 copies shall be bound in full morocco and tagged as
to contents.

. COMMITTEE SERVICE

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, there is a very keen desire
to fill the membership of the Committee on Contingent Ex-
penses on account of the necessity of considering the proper
funds to carry on certain needed work which must be paid
for from the contingent expense fund of the Senate, and to
give a new Senator, the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr.
PARTRIDGE], committee assignments. I submit on behalf of
the committee the following order, and ask unanimous con-
sent for its immediate consideration.

There being no objection, the order was read and agreed
to, as follows:

Ordered, That Mr. TownNsEND be assigned to service on the Com-
zsnltt-ebz to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the

enate;

That Mr, PARTRIDGE be assigned to service on the Committee on
Enrolled Bills, the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs, and the Committee on Post Offices and
Post Roads; and

That Mr. PARTRIDGE be appointed chairman M the Committee on
Enrolled Bills.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES AND APPROVALS

Messages in writing from the President of the United States
were communicated to the Senate by Mr. Latta, one of his
secretaries, who also announced that the President had ap-
proved and signed the following acts:

On January 13, 1931:

S.3273. An act to authorize the Postmaster General to
issue additional receipts or certificates of mailing to senders
of certain classes of mail matter and to fix the fees charge-
able therefor.

On January 15, 1931

$5.4803. An act to extend the time for constructing a
bridge across the Afchafalaya River at or near Morgan
City, La.;

S.4804. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Louisiana Highway Commission to construct, maintain, and
operate a free highway bridge across the Atchafalaya River
at or near Krotz Springs, La.;

S.4805. An act to extend the time for construction of a
free highway bridge across the Red River at or near
Moncla, La.;

S.4806. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Louisiana Highway Commission to construct, maintain, and
operate a free highway bridge across the Red River at or
near Alexandria, La.;

S.4807. An act to extend the time for construction of a
free highway bridge across the Red River at or near Cou-
shatta, La.;

S.4808. An acl granting the consent of Congress to the
Louisiana Highway Commission to construct, maintain, and
operate a free highway bridge across the Red River at or
near Shreveport, La.;

S5.4809. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Louisiana Highway Commission to construct, maintain, and
operate a free highway bridge across the Ouachita River
at or near Sterlington, La.;
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S.4810. An act to extend the time for construction of a
free highway bridge across the Ouachita River at or near
Monroe, La.

S.4811. An act to extend the time for construction of a
free highway bridge across the Ouachita River at or near
Harrisonburg, La.; and

S.4812. An act to extend the time for construction of a
free highway bridge across the Black River at or near
Jonesville, La.

COMMUNISM AND THE SOVIET GOVERNMENT

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President on the 12th day of January
of the present year the able junior Senator from Nevada
[Mr. Oppie] delivered a very thoughtful and able address
before the National Patriotic Council in Washington, D. C.,
which I ask unanimous consent may be inserted in the
RECORD.

The VICE PRESIDENT.
ordered.

The address is as follows:

ADDRESS BY SENATOR ODDIE, OF NEVADA

Since the early days of our country and the most difficult period
of the Civil War, there has not been an issue more important to
theé Natlon's social and economic welfare than the question of
communism and the attack which the Soviet Government is now
making on our industries and institutions.

The announced intention of the Soviet Government is to pro-
voke and wage a world revolution, and the most unscrupulous
methods are being employed for this purpose. The old Marxian
theory that “ might is right " has been accepted by the communists
and the freedom and liberty of the peoples of other nations are
challenged. Russia is at war with the world to-day, and is using
the implements of propaganda and sabotage and undermining the
very foundations of world trade and prosperity by dumping soviet
merchandise at artificially low prices on the world's markets.

A year ago we were unconscious of the seriousness of com-
munistic activities in this country and were inclined to regard
in a sense of national security the soviet experiment. Had it not
been for the excellent work which has been done by Representative
Hamrron Frs, Jr., In conducting h throughout the United
States and In making available to the public the facts concerning
communistic activities, the Nation would still be ignorant and in
a defenseless condition. It has required great courage, intelli-
gence, and hard work to conduct this investigation, and having
examined the testimony which the House committee inguirin
into communism has produced in the published hearings, I f
that no greater contribution has ever been made by any com-
mittee of Congress in safeguarding our national security. We are
looking forward to the report of this committee as a basis for
legislation which will fully protect and safeguard the interests
of the United BStates against the intrusion and attack of the
communists. It is, therefore, a distinct privilege for me to have
xn invited to participate in this dinner in honor of Congressman

H.

The domestic and forelgn trade of the United States should no
longer be subjected to the adverse effects of soviet dumping, and
for this reason I have introduced a bill, 8. 4848, to prohibit the
importation of any article or merchandise from the Union of the
Soviet Socialist Republics. The bill not only includes articles
and merchandise mined, produced, or manufactured wholly or
in part in any territory subject to the jurisdiction or control of
the government of the Unlon of the Boviet Soclalist Republics,
but also incluces such articles and merchandise as may be pro-
duced or manufactured in other countries from materials which
have been mined, produced, or manufactured in any soviet ter-
ritory.

The Nation is in the throes of an international depression and
confronted by a most serious employment problem. The dumping
of soviet lumber, pulpwood, wood pulp, matches, glue, coal, man-
ganese ore, ete,, is seriously restricting employment in these indus-
tries. The manganese industry, which at the beginning of 1930
was prepared to produce over 200,000 tons of metallurgical grade
ore, or more than 25 per cent of the domestic consumption, is now
shut down because of the dumping of soviet ore at Pittsburgh at
artificially low prices. Should the bill which I have introduced be
enacted, it would result almost immediately in the employment of
15,000 men in the manganese industry alone and would provide
increased tonnage for the railroads. Many more thousands of men
would be put to work in the other industries affected, and tonnage
to the railroads would greatly expand. The War Department has
very definitely designated nese as one of the most important
war essential metals and, consequently, the soviet attack directed
against the development of this industry is especlally serious in
rendering this Nation incapable of meeting a substantial part of
its requirements of manganese from domestic sources of supply.
The defense of the Nation is, therefore, greatly endangered.

If an antidumping bill were to Include only those soviet prod-
ucts most damaging to domestic industries now, it would not be
long before the soviet economic front would be shifted to the
production of other commodities equally or even more disastrous
in their effects upon our industries. It is necessary, therefore, to
exclude all soviet articles and merchandise.

Without objection, it is so
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Because of the continually depreciating gold value of the soviet
fiat currency in Russia and the correspondingly lessened gold cost
of production, soviet export prices can be lowered more rapidly and
more extensively than duties can be increased. Since tariff read-
Jjustments would prove ineffective in preventing this unfair soviet
competition in our domestic market, the enactment of the bill
which I have introduced, altogether prohibiting the importation of
all articles or merchandise from Soviet Russia, is n ade-
quately to protect our industries and to provide that op nity
for employment to which American labor is justly entitied.

Likewise, if an antidumping bill excluded only those articles of
merchandise produced from convict labor it would =not prove
effective, as the Soviet Government would then employ persons
who were not convicts, pay them in a depreciated currency, and
still be able to export the goods to the United States and other
countries at a gold profit. Furthermore, the administration of an
antidumping act directed against the production of goods by
forced, indentured, or convict labor would be impossible, because
the facts concerning production could not be ascertaired in Rus-
sia. The Treasury Department has been confronted with this
problem for several months, and great difficulty has been expe-
rienced and no relief afforded under the antidumping act of 1921,

It should be recalied that in 1922 this Government, through the
German Embassy at Berlin, made a request of the Soviet Govern-
ment to send an economic commission to that country to study
conditions, and that this request was denied. Since this country is
without recourse to enforce legislation to protect itself in any
cther way, I feel that the bill which I have introduced is not only
justified but necessary in establishing an economic guarantine for
Soviet Russia. A number of other leading nations have already
taken steps to protect themselves from soviet dumping, and if this
country enacts a law excluding soviet imports other nations will
follow, extending and making effective an economic guarantine.

Under the present conditions of unemployment in the Un:ted
States I am in entire accord with those who recommend an immi-
gration holiday for this country. We have allowed Russians on a
certificate of entry to come into this country, and this courtesy in
niany instances has been seriously abused. This privilege in the
future should be denied by legislation for all time prohibiting the
entrance into the United States of cltizens of any country not
recognized by cur Government.

There is little, If any, benefit, however, to be gained from stop-
ping immigration if we are to permit the Soviet Government to
participate in our domestic market by dumping products at un-
falr and artificially low prices and produced largely by convict
and forced labor. The importations of such products just as
certainly replaces the opportunities for employment of American
labor as would the individuals if permitted to come into the
United States and compete for employment with American labor.

Every American dollar paid for soviet products dumped here
provides employment for the communists in Russia, and to that
extent replaces American labor, increasing unemployment in this
country. It is unthinkable that Congress will allow this condi-
tion to continue, The early enactment of an effective soviet anti-
dumping bill, such as I have introduced, is the first and most
important step which can be taken to aid in the solution of the
unemployment problem. .

It is obvious that the gold credits resulting from the dump
operations of the Soviet Government constitute an additional sup-
ply of funds readily available for the of maintaining
communist organizations in the United States, in publishing and
distributing communistic propaganda, and in staging communistic
demonstrations, to the detriment of American ideals and institu-
tions.

Furthermore, most of the soviet articles and merchandise
dumped on our market are produced by forced, indentured, or
convict labor; and to permit their importation and sale in this
country is to perpetuate and enlarge the scale upon which the
communist leaders sweat the blood out of the Russian le.

Ex-President Calvin Coolidge, in the Washington Post of No-
vember 28, 1930, made the following statement:

“Some years ago a prominent man attracted considerable at-
tention by refusing to purchase some garments at a very low price
because he considered that the needlewomen who made them
were underpaid. He did not care to profit by their distress. He
felt that what he might save in such a transaction was blood
money wrung from the unfortunate. He was right.

“ There will be general satisfaction in learning that our country,
through the National Government, is adopting a like attitude.
We wish to protect our own wage earners, our agriculture, and
industry from the results of dumping produce on our markets at
a price with which they could not compete. But the policy has a
deeper significance than that. We are unwilling to profit by the
distress of foreign people. We do not want their blood money.
Our efforts are not only to protect our own people from cheap
goods, which President McKinley said meant cheap men, but we
propose to set up a standard that will discourage other nations
from exploiting their people by producing cheap goods. Our pol-
icy requires fair wages for both domestic and foreign production.
We have no market for blood and tears.”

It is, therefore, in accordance with American standards immoral
and inhumane as well as uneconomic to permit this system of
dumping to continue. :

Already many organizations, both of a patriotic and of an eco-
nomic character, have expressed support for the bill which I have
introduced, but I desire to quote at this time from a letter received
trm‘n the National League of Americans of Russian Origin (Inec.),
as follows:
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* We take the liberty of thanking you for the introduction of the
Soviet embargo bill.

“ Protecting American labor you protect as well the Russian
people oppressed by communists and deprived of all human rights.

“ Your bill will contribute to better relations between the Ameri-
can and Russian peoples in future.”

Surely, the American people, when they understand fully what
is going on, will unite in protest and will support legislation which
will prevent for all time the participation by this country either
directly or indirectly in this crime of communism, the most serious
international menace with which the world has yet been con-
fronted. |

THE SILVER SITUATION

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I have a letter from
former Senator Charles S. Thomas, of Colorado, inclosing
an article which he has prepared for a subcommittee of the
Committee on Foreign Relations dealing with the whole his-
tory of the silver question and its present condition. I ask
to have the letter and article printed in the Recorp. I also
ask to have printed in the REecorp an article by former
Senator Cannon of this body, which was published in the
New York Times of the 11th instant, entitled “ Silver Loan
Proposed as Aid for China.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objsction, leave is
granted.

The letter and article of former Senator Charles S.
Thomas are as follows:

f WasHINGTON, D. C., January 3, 1931.
Hon. KEy PITTMAN,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

My DEar S1z: In compliance with your request, I have written
and herewith submit for your consideration a brief sketch of the
progress of silver's demonetization since 1816, It is obviously im-
perfect, and although long enough for the purpose it is altogether
too brief to comprehend a satisfactory synopsis of the subject.

You will note that I have stressed the immediate economie
consequences of the successive assaults upon bimetalism by Great
Britain and the United States down to the rec:nt Indian coinage
act, and emphasized the inevitable result of the depreciation of
ihe purchasing power of silver money not only in silver-using
countries but throughout the world. I do not presume that the
reaction to such an article will be any more pronounced after the
publication of your report than it has been eince our own cur-
rency act of 1800.

I have another article which is confined to the Treasury inci-
dent of 1819 and 1920, which I will discuss with you in the early
future.

Cordially yours,
s | C. 8. THOMAS.

PERSISTENT BIMETALLISM
By Charles 8. Thomas

“ He would be a bold man who would withdraw silver from that
partnership with gold by means of which a suficient supply of
currency was furnished for the whole globe.” (Lord Goschen in
1876.

Thza relation of gold and silver to each other and of both to the
production and interchange of commodities was a primary de-
velopment of human intercourse. It may be confidently asserted
that from the moment when man mastered the secret of gleaning
these metals from the detritus of streams and mountains, he
employed them as counters in his rudimentary methods of barter
and sale, and thus made them his measurements of value. They
were difficult to obtain, they were beautiful, they appealed to a
general human desire. Moreover, 1t was perceived that as their
production increased the two metals preserved a constant and
fairly uniform quantitative relation to each other. With every
unit of gold, approximately 14 units of silver would be added to
the common hoard; a ratio which, maintained through the ages,
persists to this hour. Nature having thus fixed a parity of pro-
duction man naturally applied it in terms of value; and the ratio
of about 15 to 1 between gold and silver was established by com-
mon consent centuries before the fact was noted in the records
of history. These records beginning A. D. 1687 inform us that the
relative values between the two metals fluctuated until 1874, be-
tween the narrow extremes of 14.94 and 15.83. Greater discrep-
ancies occasionally appeared which were automatically rectified
by a transient greater use of the cheaper metal until the equilib-
rium was restored. The prevailing ratio of output is about 14 to 1.

Generally speaking, until 1816 this ratio was due neither to
edicts nor statutes. It was an inevitable result of the law of rela-
tive production, varying with it because always responsive to it.
Undue scarcity of one or the other of them from time to time, due
generally to artificial or unusual causes, sometimes upset the
normal proportion, thus creating serious social and political dis-
turbances, comparable to the hard times, and business depressions
of the hour. But with the return of normal condifions, the metal~
lic standards of exchange have automatlically adjusted themselves,
when * business as usual” resumed its wonted activities.

At intervals the undue disproportion of gold or silver production,
due to the discovery of new or more abundant deposits, has
geriously disturbed the active affairs of the economlo world and
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aroused the apprehensions of financlers and economists among
industrial nations as to the continuing integrity of prevailing
monetary systems and the need for changing or discarding them.
The most noted of these was the discovery of gold deposits in
1849 in California and Australia, followed by its unprecedented
production, and will be discussed in chronological sequence.

The ancient and universally prevalent institution of bimetal=-
lism, generally resting on legal units of silver as standards ot
value, was the basis of all human activities and recognized as such
without serious dissent until 1818. During that fateful year Great
Britain quietly discarded the silver pound of Sir Isaac Newton
and substituted for it an equivalent quantum of gold as her sole
standard of value. Within her dominions silver was thus de-
prived of its money function, although the fact was not revealed
and hardly suspected for 50 years thereafter. This most momen-
tous step in the world's economic history was unheralded and
unobserved. Had the fact been otherwise, it would probably have
been unheeded, for it concerned a recondite subject which few
men appreciated and toward which all men were indifferent.
Viewed in perspective, {t now bulks large as capital’s first and most
deadly assault upon the material welfare and prosperity of indus-
trial mankind. The event was a premeditated result of the close
of the Napoleonic era and designed to enhance the value of the
empire’s fixed indebtedness by confining its payment to a single
metal or its equivalent.

Rothschild witnessed Napoleon's defeat at Waterloo and fled
post haste across the Channel. He preceded all others to London,
purchased vast quantities of consols, and then announced the vie-
tory. The value of his securities soared to the skies. Europe was
desolate, and France bankrupt. Within a twelvemonth England
established and has since maintained the gold standard.

It is a remarkable fact that, beginning with 1816, every assault
upon or menace to the monetary function of the white metal has
been promptly succeeded by a widespread and protracted economic
depression, sometimes involving the habitable globe. Other
causes occasionally contribute to these disasters, which inevitably
follow each other., Angd it is equally noticeable that all these
assaults follow close upon the cessation of war,

The American Civil War ended in 1865, and the Franco-German
War in 1871. In 1873 both the United States and Germany
demonetized silver, thus forcing the Latin Union to suspend its
coinage of that metal. Before the close of that year the United
State plunged into the industrial debacle of a general panic, and
Germany felt the pinch of hard times. The next seven years was
an agonizing period of unemployment. Misery and discourage-
ment, punctuated by shrinking values, an increasing burden of
debt, and the startling discovery in America that our supply of
hard money had been surreptitiously cut in two, while Germany
boasted that gold monometalism had been established to double
the burden of French indemnities. In 1875 many Senators and
Representatives acknowledged their ignorance of the contents of
the Federal coinage and currency act of 1873, and the President of
the United States declared that his first knowledge of its real
pu and effect came two years after he had approved It.
Bond redemption in coin was succeeded by redemption in gold,
and the value of the funded national debt was enhanced by 36
per cent overnight. Market values shrank in like proportion.

In 1856, when gold production nearly quadrupled, Chevalier pub-
lished his “ Decline in the Value " of that metal. He urged its
demonetization upon every ground, afterwards pressed against
silver money. Scientifically, morally, socially, politically, and
physically, the flood of gold meant to him universal disaster unless
its money function were destroyed. The nations comprising the
Latin Union adopted the silver standard.

England, alarmed at the prospect, enacted a statute compelling
the Bank of England to purchase all gold presented for sale at
its counters at the fixed sum of approximately $20 per ounce,
and prices rose in sympathy with the rising tide of the yellow
flood. But the equilibrium finally came with the rich output of
the Comstock mines, whose ores yielded both metals in similar
proportion until the ratio rose to 1593 to 1, or $1.0368 of silver
to 81 in gold. Bince then geold monometalism became regnant,
bimetallism was discarded, the face of the monetary world was
altered, and silver, constantly in recession, now stands barely
above the financial horizon. Values have been wiped out, ex-
changes revolutionized, and credits multiplied until the world’s
monetary systems resting on gold have become vast inverted
pyramids of constantly increasing proportions threatening a cata-
clysm that must shake the world. :

We are reminded of this approaching collapse by successive
assaults on silver money. Efforts to restore its coining privileges
have served to sink it deeper info the commercial guicksands.
Our demands for free coinage have been answered by acts for
compulsory coinage. The Government's privilege of redeeming
its paper in silver or gold at its discretion under the act of
1890 was long ago transferred to the banks. In 1893 England
abruptly closed her mints to silver coinage, silver fell 16 points
in 30 days, money disappeared from circulation, and panic rode
the storms of disaster for seven. more terrible years. Then came
the political demand for bimetallism, with Eryan at the front,
only to be overwhelmed by the unlimited campaign fund of
Mark A. Hanna.

This defeat was sealed by the vast and unexpected increase In
the world’s gold production. Mark Sullivan declares, in his
history of “ Our Times,” that the silver issue of the nineties was
vanquished by two metallurgists of South Africa, McArthur and
Forest by name, who solved the problem of cheap gold extraction
from low-grade values, thus bringing millions of tons of hitherto
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worthless ore dumps into profitable production. Supplemented
by the discovery of huge gold deposits in the Klondike and the
Transyaal, the resulting output more than compensated for the
rejection of silver in finance, and the day was saved for a time.
Bimetallism disappeared from politics, and the gold standard
became the accepted measure of values, albeit the need for the
white metal in Asia, Central and South America persisted and
still persists as an indispensable element in the world’s exchanges.

This need was strikingly emphasized by the World War. Early
in 1918 England confronted a silver famine in her Indian do-
minions. Her need was dire. Bhe faced default in the payment
of her soldiers and of her commitments for supplies from that
country necessary to carry on in Mesopotamia. Failure to meet
her obligation meant disaster, revolt, and probable defeat for the
Allies. She appealed to America in her extremity, which gener-
ously responded by melting up nearly 275,000,000 silver dollars,
and transmitting the bullion thus acquired at 81 per ounce, but
providing a corresponding purchase at the same rate for recoining
our silver reserve. This saved the Allies, albeit the Treasury De-
partment afterwards repudiated the law by refusing to purchase
nearly 45,000,000 ounces of bullion for recoinage. This deliberate
betrayal of a legislative mandate was not even protested, although
it can neither be condoned nor justified. But it was another nail
in the silver coffin, and was doubtless so intended.

Nor was this the only or the most serious offense of the de-
pariment. Between 1919 and 1921 the bullion price of silver un-
expectedly rose to $1.40 per ounce, the highest point it ever
attained. At that figure it commanded a premium of 11 cents
over the gold dollar and commerce sang through the Orient as
never before. The most propitious time in all history was oppor-
tune for the stabilization of the metal. And then again without
warning and quietly the blow fell.

Although two acts of Congress, one of them fortified by an
Executive order, prohibited under severe penalties the exporta-
tion of gold and silver coin or bullion, and although the Pittman
Silver Act authorized the melting of silver dollars up to a maxi-
mum of 300,000,000 for specific purposes, duly expressed, yet it was
provided that for every dollar melted a fine ounce of silver
should be purchased from the domestic product at §1, recoined,
and returned to the Treasury. The Federal Reserve Board, com-
bining with the Secretary, set aside the inhibitions of the stat-
utes against exportation of the money metals, and on December
6, 1019, contracted with three international banks in New York
to *furnish ” them with 13,000,000 silver dollars to be melted
and dumped into China for the avowed purpose of depressing
the price of silver below the dollar point. These authorities also
furnished other agencies with 16,000,000 additional silver dollars
for the same purpose, or 29,000,000 in all. The purpose was
speedily accomplished, the market value of silver was in May,
1920, forced to 60 cents per fine ounce.

The Government's refusal to purchase and recoin the silver
bullion above mentioned was based upon its low current value,
which in turn was entirely due to its own conduct. It unlawfully
diverted millions of silver dollars into foreign channels in order
to break the market; and having done so, it unlawfully repudiated
its obligation to restore the melted dollars to the Treasury, be-
cause it had fallen below 60 cents an ounce. Having destroyed
29,000,000 silver dollars, to “ prevent the price of silver from rising
above the point at which the subsidiary coinage would be ex-
ported,” the department refused to repurchase the bullion because
of that fact, although its duty was plain, admitted of no discre-
tion whatever, at a price arbitrarily imposed by law, and in no-
wise dependent upon market conditions. The Treasury destroyed
the market, and because of the fact rejected its statutory duty to
replenish the fund. It requires an effort to speak dispassionately
of such a flagrant betrayal of statutory duty.

Within a year came the grim harvest. The world experienced
another industrial upset. Sixty-cent silver again wiped out the
oriental markets for breadstuffs. American agriculture speedily
collapsed, Farm relief became an acute problem, still plaguing our
people for a solution. Purchases of surplus production have thus
far only served to aggravate it. We shall confront it with growing
apprehension until we face its real cause, and remove if. Yet all

we have thus far done has been to decrease by over 50 per cent,

the bullion values of silver, which remained after Secretary
Houston's campaign of 1920 against it. No doubt one reaction to
this drastic policy has been the increasing disorders in China
and swelling discontent in India,

Whatever the fact, Great Britain at once began bestlrring itself
for “ currency reform ” in the latter country. The gold standard
established for that country in 1800 proved a wretched failure.
India absorbed £275,000,000 of gold within a few years, and one-
third as much of silver, all of which has disap forever. It
might as well have been scuttled in the mid-Atlantic. And so,
in 1925, the royal commission on Indian currency was created,
and charged with the duty “ to examine and report on the Indian
exchange and currency system and practice, to consider whether
any modifications are desirable in the Interest of India, and to
make recommendations.”

On July 1, 1926, the commission made its report, which among
other things, noted “ the difficulty of keeping the silver rupee in
circulation if the price of silver were to rise above the melting
point of the coin." When it is considered that the Federal Treas-
ury had brutally crushed its rise above that price shortly before,
thereby making the creation of the British Commission an im-
perative duty, and that the permanent retirement of the silver
rupee was foreshadowed as one of its objects, this apprehension,
though sounding like sarcasm, was treated as a génuine menace.
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For the commission recommended that “the paper currency
should cease to be convertible by law into silver coin;” that “no
change be made in the legal tender character of the silver rupee;”
and that * the silver holdings in the reserve should be very sub-
stantially reduced during a transitional period of 10 years. It
also declared that under * its proposed scheme for a gold standard
and gold currency, silver rupees would cease to be legal tender
after a stated period.” The scheme would involve the attraction
to India of a large additional amount of gold required for currency
and the addition of hoards. It would also involve the sale of an
amount of redundant silver equal to about thrice the world's
production for a year.

The report then stressed the catastrophic fall in the price of
silver in terms of gold which would take place on the bare an-
nouncement that surplus silver equal to the world production for
three years was for sale.

The “ bare announcement” of the re was sufficient to pro-
duce the catastrophic fall thus apprehended, with its unfortunate
consequences. Despite the fact, the Government approved the
report and recommended legislation to make it effective. The
Indian Parliament complied therewith. The new system sup-
planted the old, and in 1929 the silver current flowing inward for
a score of centuries soon reversed its course, the value of the
metal began its last headlong descent, until it now goes begging
in the market places of the world at barely 32 cents an ounce.
Throughout the Orient want has given way to beggary, values
have been destroyed, the money of Asia can buy nothing, the
obligations of its people tower to the skies, distress, revolt, ban-
ditry, internecine war, and butchery, starvation and pestilence, have
overtaken more than half the human race. Yet we are yearning
for and predicting a turn of the economic tide, albeit the pur-
chasing power of our former customers has been wiped out hy
the most devasting course of financial legislation and malpractice
with which mankind was ever afflicted.

The world's bankers and business men have wrought for the
establishment of the gold standard for more than a century. They
have finally succeeded, but the world's economic structures are
toppling to ruin. Silver has been stripped of its functions and its
values destroyed in the cause of sound money, but the silver-using
nations are beggared and the rest of them seriously impoverished,
their earning power reduced to the vanishing point, their ambi-
tions quenched, and their enterprise benumbed. Gold, staggering
under its colossal burden of credit, is eracking under the strain
and must collapse unless relief soon appears, but there is none in
sight. Our economic leaders, who are our masters also, persist in
their old way, deal to the warnings of impending collapse, and
blind to the rising tides of disaster.

While we shudder at the thought of a communistic world, we
have paved the way for its coming. - What can be worse than pov-
erty and want imposed upon man by laws and customs which
destroy his products, deprive him of his lands, and eat out his
substance? Surely no more fertile fleld than this can be prepared
for the reformer fervently proselyting in the cause of a new
heaven and a new earth, who would take alike from him who hath
and him who hath not, who would feed the hungry with the sub-
stance of the well to do, and start afresh when all are degraded
to the common level. Should such a catastrophe befall mankind,
its primary cause will be found in the economic conditions which
have been devised and then perpetuated for gold the
supreme standard of all values. As man multiplies in numbers,
as his activities diversify and expand, as his intelligence develops
his powers of production, as his wants become more and more
insistent, as his structures of credit enlarge with the horizon of
his industries, the basis of his expanding system must be broad-
ened and deepened if he would avoid disaster. While his store of
gold grew as his business grew, his equilibrium was assured. But
his business and credits have been outstripping his golden store,
during which period he has heaped new burdens upon it, and
thrown aside the silver struts so long supporting the edifice. There
is still time for action. But will he wait, instead, until the crash
occurs and chaos comes again?

This sounds like declamation. Perhaps it is. Let us hope so.
But we can not shut our eyes to many appalling counterfacts,
to only one of which I need refer. Silver converted into anklets,
bracelets, and other forms of jewelry have for centuries adorned
the bodies of Indian women and been secreted from the public
view. They are wedding gifts and dowries constituting their sole
belongings. The Indian woman owns them, and owns nothing
else. They are her dowry, to be disposed of as she will. She may
give them away, or devise them to her children. Before marriage,
parents bargain and haggle for them. They may mean life or
death to the owners, In times of stress they may become the
sole means of subsistence. Hence, some conception may be
formed of the prodigious quantity of silver bullion and rupees
which during the centuries have been made into bracelets and
anklets and welded on the bodies of women as their sole and only
belongings. The consequences to these poor creatures when par-
liaments, and congresses, and secretaries, and ministers of finance
50 make laws, and administer them, that the value of their scant
belengings shall fall away and shrivel into nothingness may be
appreciated. It may be afirmed that of the more than seven
billions of rupees which these widely distributed items of modest
ownership would have readily commanded in 1924, four-fifths
have within the past 10 years been destroyed by law; gone utterly,
invisibly, without a sound and without warning. Their miserable
holders retaining the mere vestige of their former wealth, neither
know how their misfortunes have come nor how soon they will be
stripped of the little that remains. Their collective losses, react=
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ing to world's affairs, reveal the fundamental causes of its own
conditions. Not until such wrongs are righted, and those de-
spoiled secure their restitution can we be sure that the end of
our own industrial agony is at hand. Can we not realize this
and strive to attain it? If we fail to do so, we may be sure that
the gold standard will not long survive the awful sacrifices which
have been made to establish it.

The remedy is at hand if only we will avail ourselves of it.
The machinery for suggesting and organizi an International
Monetary Conference was written into our statutes over 33 years
ago. Is our President big enough and courageous enough to per-
ceive his opportunity, disregard the counsel of those interests and
influences which have effectuated our present entanglements,
strive to place gold and silver upon a common monetary basis,
and start the world once more upon the real highways of progress?

Or will he and his advisers persist in treading the same old
highway strewn with the wrecks of an unnatural and impossible
financial system tottering under an inadequate standard, whose
burden grows as its basis narrows, but sustalned by optimistic
visions of an industrial millenium, whose beginnings are said to
be just around the corner, and whose advent is assured by the
confident forecasts of the self-appointed, experienced, and far-
seeing captains of modern industry, Whatever his course he must
select and travel it promptly, for he can neither evade nor ignore
the crisis very long.

The article by former Senator Frank J. Cannon is as
follows:
[From the New York Times, January 11, 1931]

SvEr LoaN ProPOSED AS AID FOR CHINA—STABILIZATION OF THE
Vast CouNTRY WouLDp HELP OUR TRADE, Sa¥s FORMER SENATOR

(The following article by the former Senator from Utah is of

* especial interest in view of the announcement from Washington

last week that the Senate Foreign Relations Committee would soon

receive a report from a subcommittee in favor of an international
loan to China in the interest of world trade.)

By Frank J. Cannon

More than one-fifth of the people of this globe live In China,
They and the other inhabitants of Asia number 1,030,000,000 of
the earth's population of 1,950,000,000. As its past has been the
longest known, so China's future is the most important among
world problems.

China is now passing through the pains of parturition., It is
with a new China, with all its potencies, that western peoples must
soon come into closer relationship—beneficial to all if wisely estab-
lished or injurious to all if we shall make heedless or cruel
blunders. After her many centuriles China is entering upon an
experience which may be like our own, except that it will be larger
and probably more speedy in its fruition than was the growth of
power and influence of the United States, which up to our day is
the transcendent national achievement of mankind.

STABILIZATION OF CHINA

We have the utmost need that China shall be stabilized to as-
sure the peace of the world and to give opportunity for our
commerce. That stabilization is being effected gradually but
surely. The President of the Republic, head of the National Gov-
ernment, Chiang Kai-shek, seems to be succeeding in his mighty
task of subduing rebels and marauding forces. Apparently he has
preferred to attain this end by force of arms rather than by
bribery.

He is confronted now by a problem which grows larger and more
acute with every victory. The soldiers falling off from the armies
have no legitimate occupation and many of them go into bandit
hordes or become available in their desperate need for the move-
ment of the Russian Soviet. This teaching has no natural place
in the disposition of the Chinese. Every tradition, every custom,
would be opposed to it. But when men are hu and homeless
they do not judge by the standards of life which prevail when they
are in the midst of peace and plenitude.

It has been testified by experts that the great material need of
China is for a system of roads and canals and adequate means of
transportation by land and water. And we travel in an evil circle
if we assume that these ends can be attained only after the
social conditions shall be fully settled in China. This great work
should precede, or at least should accompany, the intelligent and
forceful effort which is making to esiablish political security.
But the essential is lacking—money. Just as our trade, import
and export, with China has fallen during the year past, with the
threat of still more ominous decline, so the internal commerce of
China has fallen to its lowest known status.

Dr. Julius Klein has testified that our potential market is the
Orient. China is the choicest part of that market. For the
moment we have saturated the buying power of our own people.
Ask any large manufacturer in the United States what he most
needs and he will answer markets. At this time our power of
mass production has made a surplus over and above our ability
to consume, We must find other consumers. China has more
than three times our own population. Frugal as they are, they
are among the best consumers in the world. They save a trifle,
but they spend more in proportion to income than we of the
United States.

CHINA'S BUYING POWER

But we have almost destroyed the buying power of China. This
has been accomplished in part through measures calculated by
people reckless of the consequences and partly without prescience
of the result.
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The Orlent for 4,000 years has been using silver as money. Of
its more than 1,000,000,000 people, probably nine-tenths of them
never saw gold as money and could not use it as money. As
remarked by an American who had lived in China: “ You can not
pay a man 15 cents a day out of a gold piece.” And the Chinese
do not believe in paper even if it could be based on gold. They
want their day's wages in metal which they can understand.

As silver in China has fallen to about 35 cents an ounce from
its former price of $1.30, it follows that we have reduced the
buying power of China's silver about 70 per cent, and this is
true of all the silver in the Orient—of all the world for that
matter. If you take away three-quarters of the buying power of
the money of more than 1,000,000,000 people, do you need to look
elsewhere for a primary cause of world depression?

But in China there is a not unnatural by-product of this dimi-
nution of buying power. While silver had a fixed ,place the
Chinese hoarded their little savings. But with the falling, in
addition to the fact that it took 4 ounces to purchase what
formerly 1 ounce would buy, the degradation of silver made every-
one desirous of getting rid of it while it still retained a little
grlérrihwngwpowir.mﬂgﬁ? :ge slllver cnlr C:rhjna has flowed into the

aty ports an e ere large or speculative purposes.
The back country of China has nttleyor no silver as :goney or
available for money purposes.

It is Into the back country of China that a great movement
must be made. It is here that scores of milllons must find work
and wages for their livelihood; it is here that they must grasp the
principles of democracy; and it is here that they must be made
participants in the nationalization.

What the Chinese need in that great back country is a medium
of exchange. They need the work and the wages which a supply
of that medium of exchange would give.

It is believed that China has about 800,000,000 ounces of silver
stored at the treaty ports. It is an assured fact that in the back
country she has none worthy of mention. Chinese peasants and
artisans, no more than American farmers, can get along without a
medium of exchange; therefore our first action might very well
be to supply to the National Government of China something
which that Government could use and which its people would
gladly accept as money—viz, silver. And we must do this with-
out any interference with the gold standard, which is the basis
of money and credit transactions throughout the western world.

A SUGGESTION

As a means to that end I am submitting to Senator PrrrMan’s
committee—a subcommittee of the Committee on Foreign Ex-
change—this suggestion:

That the Government of the United States lend silver bullion to
the nations which are in need of bases and rehabilitation of
finance and industry. In return, borrowing nations to issue bonds,
payable, principal and interest (if any interest) in silver bullion
by weight. Such borrowed bullion to be minted and put into
circulation, by the borrowing countries under conditions fixed by
the United States.

An act of Congress could provide for the loan for the replace-
ment of silver bonds for bullion, or for the purchase of equivalent
bullion in the domestic market, as the basis for our silver cur-
rency outstanding.

If our Government should undertake loans to China and other
countries, it would be essential to have carefully planned nego-
tiations with the leading statesmen of European countries and
also Mexico and Canada. As rapidly as bullion could be properly
absorbed by borrowers the quantity would be increased up to, say,
8,000,000,000 ounces.

If our Government does not accept the opportunity, our com-
mercial powers ought to seize this chance to enlarge their markets
by cultivating the purchasing power of more than 1,000,000,000
potential consumers.

If neither the Government nor the commerce of the United
States cares to act, the whole plan can be executed by Great
Britain, which is seeking to provide markets for the product of
3,000,000 artisans now idle.

A LOAN BY WEIGHT

It will be observed that the salient point of this proposal is to
lend silver by weight, repayable, principal and interest, by weight.
This cuts through the whole question of money, of ratio, of
exchange. Neither the transaction of lending nor the transac-
tion of repayment needs any translation into dollars.

We have in the Treasury of the United States more than
400,000,000 ounces of silver, It is true that against the silver
dollars stored in the Treasury has been issued paper currency,
but the stability of the paper dollar is not in the silver, for there
is but 25 cents worth of that metal behind the piece of paper
which we call a dollar. If the Government's credit can stand for
75 cents, the Government is good for 100 cents—particularly if
there should be substituted for the bulllon a reliable promise to
restore the bullion.

We need to help China. Our commerce must find an outlet or
our wheels of industry must further slow down. It is not the work
and wages of China alone but it is the work and wages for the
people of America that we must consider.

In five years, according to special dispatches to the New York
Times, it would appear that more people have perished of starva-
tion in the Republic of China than died from war causes through-
out the world during the World War. What right have we to
go on in the smug self-sufficiency of unconsumed and unconsum-
able surplus while millions die in want of the very things which

.
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go to demor waste here? Sometime we shall have to
answer. Retribution waits upon nations as well as upon indi-
viduals.

THE BUSINESS SITUATION

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the Recorp an article by the Senator
from Minnesota [Mr. SHipsTEAD] which appeared in the
Minneapolis Tribune on December 28, 1930, relating to the
current business situation.

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be
printed in the REecorp, as follows:

ECONOMIC LAWS DISEEGARDED

“What's the matter with business, Senator?” was the first
question I asked him when I met him recently.

While slow in movement, deliberate in speech, Senator SHIP-
sTEAD does not hesitate in his answers. Neither does he give one
the impression of being rushed or hurried in his thinking.

“ Perhaps the greatest handicap of business,” he replied, " is
the refusal of the leaders in government, finance, and industry
to recognize well-established laws of economics and, therefore,
refuse to admit that something is the matter with business.”

Senator SHirsTEAD has never been a revolutionist. He is not
even radical, in the popular sense of that term. He is a conser-
vative at heart, an old-fashioned constitutionalist. He does not
object to being called radiecal, if one uses it in its exact meaning
of “ going to the root of the matter.”

“ Mussolinl says the trouble with business is the stock-market. ]

crash in New York,” continued the Senator, " The British say it
is due to all of the gold being in France and the United States
and to our tariff wall. The Germans say it is due to reparations.
American leadership, up to this time, has been saying the trouble
is due to conditions in Europe and the rest of the world. Now,
all of these are partly right, like the blind men who were asked
to describe an elephant.

DIFFERS FROM 1920

“The one who felt of his leg said the elephant resembled a
tree. The one who got hold of his tail said the elephant re-
sembled & rope; and one, who caught his trunk, said he was
more like a snake; while the one who felt his body said he re-
sembled a house more than anything else.”

“In your opinion, is the present depression similar to that of
19207 ” 1 asked. L

“Well, some say that this depression will disappear quickly,
like the depression of 1920,” the Senator went on at length. *“ But
in 1920 the world was a vacuum, as far as food and commodities
were concerned. The force of this vacuum practically sucked com-
modities out of the United States, giving us tremendous exports,
for which the world had te pay in gold. When they had no gold,
we loaned them the gold credits with which to buy. In 1920 I
sakel that it would take 10 years for the world to get back to nor-
mal production and the normal carry-over of surplus. The world
was beginning to catch up as early as the spring of 1925, when the
decline in prices started. This decline was checked temporarily
by heroic use of powerful credit pumps, not only here but abroad.

“ our Federal reserve banking system was so manipulated as to
inflate credits. This in turn stimulated production both here and
abroad. On account of our export of commodities and credit, loans
to Germany, and reparations, gold concentrated in the United
States and France. Thus other countries were not able to get gold
with which to buy from us.

TARIFF STARTED DEBACLE

* The British Government, in putting India on a gold basis, de-
monitized silver. This in turn reduced the purchasing power by
50 per cent of 1,000,000,000 people in the Orient. Nothing else
could happen but what did. The bubble had to burst.

“Then in your opinion, an unwise manipulation of money and
credit was a major factor in bringing on the crisis? " was my next
question, and the Senator continued:

“A credit system can stand only so much inflation, just like a
balloon or a rubber tire; when it bursts, we have deflation. The
selling of stocks on the New York Stock Exchange started in
London within 30 days after the Ways and Means Comimittee re-
ported the last tariff bill to the House. This was largely a fear
complex, thinking that the increased tariff would so decrease their
sale of British goods in the United States that they would not be
:h{:&ts to accumulate sufficient gold credit to pay their American

e -ll

“Then you do not believe that any one factor contributed to the
present business debacle? " I asked.

The Minnesota Senator has a way of looking his listener straight
in the eyes and answering deliberately. He went on:

“ There were many contributing factors. I think in turning to
the gold standard, England pegged the pound too high and France
pegged the franc too low. The transfer of debts from allied tax-
payers to American taxpayers, making possible the building of
large armies and navies in Europe, is also, in my opinion, a con-
tributing factor. In this country, through special-privilege legis-
lation, too numerous to mention -here, Supreme Court decisions,
and the lack of enforcement of the Sherman antitrust laws, a
condition has arisen where an unfair share of the national income
ii.: drained from agriculture and labor for the benefit of corporate

comes.
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NO MONEY TO BUY WITH

* This has largely destroyed the purchasing power of the 70,000,-
000 people who work on the farms and in industry. What's the
result? Production has outrun consumption because the great
masses of our people, the working people, have no money to buy
goods with. Can you ever remember the time when the farmer
and the working man did not buy when they had the money?
They always have.

“The hoarding of income in the form of surplus by corporations
in order to escape paying income taxes and‘loaning the money to
Wall Street speculators was another factor which helped destroy
the purchasing power of the people.”

Then the Senator handed me a slip of paper, quoting a speech
which he made on January 21, 1925, in analyzing the foundation
of the stock-inflation boom, which was then just beginning. In
that speech he said:

“ It seems scarcely necessary to comment upon such a condition.
The facts speak louder than any denunciation that can be framed.
The facts are from former ex-cathedra sources, from New York
leading financial authorities, and from Federal reserve reports.
They tell their own story to the country at large; the story of a
Wall Street stock market ‘ jamboree ' financed by Wall Street con-
trol; the purpose for which the Federal reserve was originally
created has been destroyed and the Government agency turned
into a force to perpetuate and magnify the evil. The result is
called the prosperity of the American people and sound finance.
* * * Even now, we know not what hour the bubble may burst
and the 1924 stock inflation, like others before it, produce disaster
to the many and bring on a panfe.”

DISCUSSES BANEKS

The subject turned to banks and procedure, for the
year 1930, judged both by the number of banks closed in the
United States and by the total assets involved, has been the most
disastrous year in American banking history.

“Industry is too often dominated by banks," said the Senator.
“ Banks, in turn, are too often dominated by men who are trained
as ‘ high-pressure bond and stock salesmen,’ who seem more inter-
ested in underwriting and floating dubious bonds and stock
issues, both foreign and domestic, to gullible investors than in
doing a legitimate banking business.

“And these bond salesmen, who seem to be dominating so many
of our banks, seem again often to be dominated by so-called
‘economic advisers,’ and, judging from various reports which they
have issued from time to time upon questions of economics, these
advisers lead one to believe that many of them ought to be in
insane asylums."

Well, the Senator at least is candid and frank. He does not
mince his words. And he believes, too, that *a full diagnosis of
the business ills is most important right now, for we can not
furnish a remedy unless the people understand the need for it.”

RELIEF OF UNEMPLOYMENT

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
to have printed in the REcorp an article written by Miss
Helen Hall on the unemployment situation, entitled “ Shall
We Stick to the American Dole? ” which appeared in The
Survey for January, 1931.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

The article is as follows:

[From the Survey, January, 1931]
SuALL WE STICE TO THE AMERICAN DOLE?
By Helen Hall

There is nothing seasonal in the need for food and shelter. The
workingman faces a steady demand for his wages in the face of
a fluctuating need for his work. “ You just can't do with odd
jobs and a family,” says Mrs. Raymond to her neighbor. * You've
got to have that pay envelope every week, or the children don't
eat'"

It is obvious that the regularization of industry can not be
carried out by the man whom it most directly affects. We put
that up to management. But it seems to be assumed that by
some miracle he and his family can underwrite the irregularity of
industry.

Our analysis of the 150 case stories which will make up the
permanent record of the settlement study of unemployment
throws light on how such households try to underwrite it and
what it costs them. Here were 150 homes in a prosperous country
and in a prosperous epoch—for our findings were gathered in the
months that preceded the stock-market crash of 1929. They ex-
hibit the risks which will be encountered by American wage earn-
ers when business gets back to * usual.” Here were 150 families
dislodged from their means for subsistence for reasons outside of
themselves—for they do not include families where strikes, sick-
ness, habits, or other personal causes were dominant. Here were
150 breadwinners eager to shoulder the burden of livelihood if
they were given a chance—for after following Jerry on his morn-
ing rounds or walking the streets all day with Mr. Zarone; after
reading the testimony of Harry Silverman, 12 years in one place,
who searches for five months for another, and of Mrs. Raymond
who puts pasteboard in her husband’s shoes, cotton in his heels,
and a brace back of his knee, as an aid in his tramp for work, it
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is not easy to cherish the idea that in normal times every man
who really wants a job can find one.

Let us run over the sequence of makeshifts these families re-
sorted to and ask ourselves whether any or all of them seem satis-
factory provisions for safeguarding such homes. Satisfying, that
is, to our own sense of responsibility and fair play as well as to
theirs.

The control of the business cycle, if we ever achieve if, will
help cut down the numbers of breadwinners who seek work and
can not find it. Industrial stabilization will help and so will the
long-time planning of public works so that public enterprises may
be pushed when private industry falls off. An efficient system of
employment services which will shorten the out-of-work period
will help in another way. But no one who scans the ups and
downs of American business enterprise, our changes in technique
and styles and markets, the shiftings of industry from one region
to another, can but see that there will still be need for protection
of some sort against unprevented and unpreventable unemploy-
ment over which the workers themselves have no control.

We have been slow to extend to this hazard of broken work the
principle we have applied so successfully to industrial accidents
by workmen’s compensation laws which spread a share of that
risk over our costs of production. When unemployment insurance
is mentioned in this country there is often the cry, “ We don't
want the dole here,” by people who do not realize that we are
relying on makeshifts which are much more demoralizing than any
plan of insurance would be. Our settlement study uncovers the
economic and physical handicaps with which families confront
life when the wage earner at length finds reemployment—not in
all cases, of course, but in such numbers that the trend is unmis-
takable. They confront it with savings used up, with debts to
friends and stores, with homes lost, or with furniture and clothing
and other equipment for living sadly in arrears; with health de-
pleted and earning power impaired.

No attempt was made to tally up the loss in wages suffered by
our 150 families, yet in the course of a single year the total must
have run over a hundred thousand dollars; and the butcher, the
baker, the business and professional groups in their communities
were affected by this drain which undermined the household
structure of the familles themselves.

Our case stories offer cross sections of human experience in
trying to make good these lost earnings.

SAVINGS

Savings are the first cushion; cash savings first of all. Many
of our families had small savings, but there is nothing in their
experience to show that high wages are general enough or con-
tinuous enough for savings to give any general security. The
economists tell us that for three-quarters of the population of the
United States the margin between income and necessary outgo
is so close as to allow litile or no leeway for emergencles. In one
out of five of our cases it is recorded that the families had used
up whatever cash savings they had. When it has taken 15 years
to save $700, as it had the DePesas, of Boston, and you wipe it
out in one winter of unemployment, you have lost something more
than the $700. You do not start again with the same spirit. In
1 out of 10 of the cases—especially those where the work had
been seasonal or where there were a larger number of children
or there had been previous sickness—the families had not been
able to lay by for a “rainy day.” Or, as one family put it, it
“rained too soon.”

Those of us who have followed them in their long line of re-
trenchments know that not one step is taken without a struggle.
After the cash savings are gone insurance policies lapse. We
might well pause at this point, for no family gives up its insur-
ance without a fight. They are small policies, most of them,
enough to see them through a decent burial, but they mean some-
thing almost symbolic to the poor. The fear of not being able to
bury their own dead haunts even the least independent.

There are few families whose ideal is not sometime to own
their own home. A house is savings If you own it or are buying it
bit by bit on installments. This instinet for home ownership
survives in spite of discouraging fluctuations in real-estate values
in industrial neighborhoods. Many of our immigrant peoples come
from countries where their families have lived for generations on
the same little plot of ground. The instinct to own with them is
deep-seated. They are willing to put up a fierce struggle to have
it satisfied. That struggle must be watched close at hand to
understand its full significance. A dozen of our familles had
engaged in it, only to find the home they had worked for, which
had stood for security to them, become & back-breaking load once
their earning power was cut. They were in arrears in their pay-
ments, behind in their interest on mortgages, and some of them
faced foreclosure. The La Forges, of Minneapolis, had paid $2,000
against $3,600 on the house they lived in. Their furniture had
cost $1,100 and was all paid for. When the La Forges came to the
attention of the settlement they had lost their house and sold
their furniture, and the five members of the family were all living
in one room. It takes little imagination to guess what had hap-
pened to the morale of the family by the time they arrived in that
sinzle room.

Furniture is savings, and we find furniture sold or, more often,
lost to the installment collector. That was the way with the
Morans' piano in Boston, which had almost been paid for. Then
their parlor furniture went. The installment house stripped the
rooms of the De Macios, of Pittsburgh, and left only mattresses,
broken chairs, and a hot plate. It meant more than the actual
loss of furniture when the young Greens had saved $1,500 over
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five years to buy their furnishings and were forced to sell them for
$200. These material things stand for steps along the line of
respectability and progress. They mean not only parlor furniturs
but the place you take in your community; your being able to
have your friends in; your daughter meeting her boy friend at her
own home instead of on the corner.

And some more intimate things that we treasure are savings.
Dorothy Doheney, in Boston, in order to meet her rent, insurance,
union dues, and the installment payments, pawned her wedding
ring. The Benders, in Cleveland, had no furniture they could
sell, so it was the mother's engagement ring that was put in hock.
The Jameses, in Salt Lake City, pawned both the mother's wedding
ring and the father's watch. The Zapellls pawned their little
girl’'s communion ring to pay for the mother's dental work. She
was just 30, but when they found it would cost more than the
ring brought in, she had all her teeth pulled out.

The deeper we got into our case schedules the more clearly we
came to appreciate the slenderness of savings as a buffer to mis-
fortune. Nor can we feel that they are a convincing answer to tha
need for security against industrial changes.

BORROWINGS

What is the next line of defense these families fall back upon?
They borrow. Families without houses, furniture, or articles which
can be sold or pawned are thrust quickly on the mercy of the
landlord and the grocer. To the members of a household who
have paid their rent promptly and hold their heads high in the
neighborhood this running into debt is a humiliating business and
the dally facing of creditors adds to the strain which is put upon
famlily relationships. Hilda and Herman Richter had been able
to save on $18 a week and their. upstanding part in the com-
munity had been a great source of satisfaction to them. It is
especially noted in their case that when Herman's earnings stopped
and they got behind, he it was who saw the creditors. But it is
the wife generally who faces them or tries to elude them. You
come to the front door and find it locked, the curtains are down.
No one’s at home. But if your rap is known, you may find the
mother in the kitchen waiting for a chance to steal out and avoid
the collector. One out of five of our families ran up bills for
groceries, coal, milk, and other necessities. “I can tell you what
unemployment has done for us,” said Mr. Conway, of Louisville.
“It has got us so deeply in debt that we can never pull out.”

And whether it is the wage earner's family that thus eats up
his future earnings, or the small shopkeeper who carries them and
runs into bankruptey all the faster if he has a heart, we can not
think it good public policy thus to let things drift from bad ta
worse.

CHARITY

Society does not, of course, leave such families altogether to
their own devices. When other resources have been exhausted,
and in most instances only then, the family asks for charity.
Before they were through a third of our families had done so—
but often only after a long struggle. Some few became pauperized,
but many could never reconcile themselves to accepting help from
strangers.

Often even charitable relief is difficult to obtain for a family
where there is an able-bodied man. John Schneider, of New
Orleans, wanted to kill himself because he felt that his family
would get help if it were not for him. Young Mr. Miller, in Pitts-
burgh, refused for a long time to ask for aid because he was a
young man, able and willing to work, and was ashamed to receive
it from any agency. Mrs. Amay says: “ We never asked help from
no one. We couldn’t bear to let no one, even our own people—
and they couldn't help us anyway—know of our trouble, but when
the children needed food we had to tell some one. The nurse
came in and found me crying, so I told her.” Mr. Estrada de-
veloped a bitter attitude toward life, feeling that a man willing
to work should be able to find it. He so resented charity that he
refused to eat food that came from sources outside the family
connection. Mr. Blanton was keeping a record of the money
loaned him by the Welfare Society and hoped some day to repay,
He admitted, however, that he was losing self-respect and felt that
he would lose his mind unless he could find work.

Social work has made advances in the deftness with which it
helps adjust family troubles, but soclal work can scarcely under-
write the load of unemployment in its great cyclical manifesta-
tions. There is not the money to do the job. Emergency funds
are makeshifts, and emergency relief crowds out the constructive
work of the agencies. But in good times or bad, to the families
of the unemployed, relief from such sources comes more often than
not as an added misfortune. They lose something, as they see it,
when they take help, even if the cause for asking for it lies out-
side their own control. It means a serious break in family pride
and self-confidence, a self-confidence which seldom blossoms again
with the same sturdiness. But even if it covered the ground,
charitable relief would not be a convincing answer, either, to in-
dustrial dislocation in a democracy.

OTHER MAKESHIFTS

Our families turn to other makeshiffs they have worked out
themselves. They move to cheaper quarters, they break up the
home, they cut down on conveniences, on clothing, on food. But
are these the workings of a providence that fits our modern world?
A bread llne stands out like a silhouette of misery in our memories.
The relief lines that I came upon at the municipal stations in
Detroit last winter, and the employment lines at the plants, etched
themselves deeply. But there is another slow-moving processinn
of which we catch only fragmentary glimpses, but which if it
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could be run before us like a film would leave us with still less
peace of mind. That is the search for cheaper quarters on the
part of the families of men out of work. Here, in a very tangible
way, they beat a retreat—into fewer and fewer rooms, into apart-
ments with less and less comfort, into basements, and into fire
traps on which no rent is collected. We find the Mullins moving
out to a little unpaved street in Atlanta, the Handels to the lane
in the hollow under Meadow Street bridge in Pittsburgh, where the
mud was ankle deep. There is not a squalid street along the
water fronts of New Orleans or New York, Boston or Buffalo or
Chicago and our other port citles that has not harbored such
families as they settle to lower levels,

In the course of it all they sacrifice those conveniences which
we associate with the American standard of living. The apart-
ment to which the Mullins moved, for example, had no bath and
only an outside toilet. The 2-room shack that the Handels found
was little better than a woodshed with its lack of heat and light
and water. But even If the family stays on in the same house,
what we call the necessities of life may drop out. The gas is shut
off. Our neighbor, Mrs. White, kept her household sitting in the
dark, evenings. * Our gas is a 25-cent meter and we didn't have it
unless we had the quarter.” tedly we hear of lodgers and
boarders being " taken in" and between the lines this may mean
overcrowding beyond the limits of decency. As many of our
families took in boarders as moved. It was an expedient to stave
off moving. A line of escape lies in breaking up the home alto-
gether. Among young couples the man goes back to his people,
the wife to hers, and, if there are children, takes them with her.
In some instances the children are “ put away " in some charitable
institution; and in Philadelphia we have had the anomaly these
years that while neither the city nor the private philanthropies
have had money enough for families out of work, there were
always the orphanages and other children’s institutions, We could
break up a home but we could not hold it together.

It is hard to think that these disruptions of family life and
standards are desirable ways to meet the difficulties such house-
holds confront. We can sense the helplessness of individuals who
thus try to adjust themselves to the changes of industry, with the
grocery bill rolling up, back rent accumulating, the house growing
cold in the face of unsteady employment.

CUTTING DOWN ON FOOD

And as the assault on everyday living presses more and more
inexorably, the families dig themselves in deeper. As Mrs, Car-
dini in New York put it, * You know what we do? If we pay the
rent and there isn't enough left, you know what we do. If we're
going to live honest, you know what we do.” “We eat little—
that's what we do,” broke in her little girl, thinking her mother
had not made herself clear. The Tiorsis of Boston “pulled in
their belts.” The Giamios of Madison fed their children all the
time on potatoes and bread, with beans for meat. The Montery
children in New Orleans picked up scraps of meat and vegetables
cast aside in the market. One winter the Bertleys, with their
four children, managed on less than $5 a week for groceries. This
meant that this Atlanta family ate only two meals a day consist-
ing of corn bread, salt meat, and dried beans. When Mrs. Bertley
had fainting spells, they finally got her to a doctor who said that
she was not getting enough to eat.

But let two of our Philadelphia mothers tell for themselves
how they managed.

Mrs. White: “I just saw Harry and Joan starving to death
before my eyes. Then the first time I ever got a card with * mal-
nutrition ' written on it from the school was after their father
lost his $25 job and took one at $21; and then last winter when
he was out both Margaret and Brother got ‘malnutrition’ writ-
ten on their cards again. The children seldom get any meat,
perhaps on Sunday if I can manage it, and never any desserts.”

Mrs. Kirk: " They are so used to going without food that they
can’'t eat much when they do get it. They don't say much, but
they know when there's nothin’.”

Cutting down on food then is one thing the family does for
itself. In every third of our neighborhood cases, the families had
done it so radically as to prompt the investgator to remark upon
it; in a fourth of them the physiological effects were obvious
enough to be noted by a layman. Underweight, stunted growth,
anemia, rickets recur again and again in the entries. There is
the sequence of colds, pneumonia, tuberculosis. Repeatedly it
is noted that the families go without needed medical treatment,
that teeth are neglected, and necessary operations postponed. The
extreme is reached in babies born only to die because of insuffi-
cient food and the exhaustion of the mother.

The unmistakable evidences of malnutrition among these fami-
lies and the prevalence of sicknesses that have roots in a weak-
ened resistance would not lead us to think lightly of cutting down
on food as something society should encourage as a recourse
against unemployment.

THE MOTHER GOES TO WORK -

There is still another reserve that the family finds within itself,
The mother goes out to work—for she can often get a job when
the man can't. Here, in order, are the case numbers where this
happened: 1, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11, 12, 18, 20, 23, 24, 32, 37, 49, 55, 56, 59,
65, 67, 68, 79, 83, 88, 91, 92, 93, 101, 102, 104, 105, 107, 109, 113,
119, 121, 128, 134, 139, 140, 142, 143, 145, 147. When the

bankers and industrialists, the engineers and managers have not
in their organization of industry enough work for the men, enter
Mrs. Jenkins, Mrs. Levy, Mrs, Carbino, Mrs. Kurfee, and the rest.
When unemployment first comes the husband and wife most
But they fall apart as the wife

often face the situation together.
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is harried by debt collectors, the rent man, the insurance man.
She sees the children half fed and getting thin, often sick, and
needing clothes she can't buy; and, too, she may be working her-
self and adding fatigue to worry. In the first days of her hus-
band’s job hunt she is sympathetic and fights to keep his courage
up and defends him in the neighborhood. The poignancy of his
struggle has not been lost in her own discouragement. I remem-
ber when Mrs. White came round to tell of her husband’s first
pay envelope after nearly a winter’s search. “ You know,” she
said, * the look on his face when he gave it to me was like a child
with a Christmas present.,” But that was his first winter out.
Now, facing the third one, the Whites no longer present a united
front. She doesn't believe he tries and is bitter against him, and
he no longer cares very much, for he has the gang and is “in on
the bottle as it is handed around,” and only comes home late to
sleep, The strain and disappointment vent themselves in sharp
words. “ There were no ugly words in our house when he was
workin', but I'm so tired now I don't know what I'm saying,” as
Mrs. White put it. And to come home from anything as disheart-
ening as “ makin' the rounds,” only to be accused of not really
trying doesn't make for harmony. The blame the husband gets
sometimes only bespeaks & nervous strain on the part of the wife,
but often she has read in the papers of prosperous times, and that
adds to her distrust of her husband’s earnestness in his job hunt.
“If other men get jobs, as the papers say, why can’t he? ”

Insanity, suicide, and desertion are some of the more startling
consequences of the emotional strain which preys on such fami-
lies in the wake of discharge. Take the story of Tiorsi, the hand
laster of Boston, who had seen his pay envelope flatten from week
to week. When finally he brought home only $3 he tried to hang
himself. And the cases abound in the results of the double load on
the mother's shoulders when she goes out to work to help tide
things over. Mrs. Moran was taken ill from lifting too heavy pails
of water in her cleaning job. After two months on her back she
returned to work. Mrs. Walther, who had been doing part-time
work, undertook a full-time position. She went on 12-hour night
duty at a hospital. In this way she was able to keep her home
and take care of her son during the day. Several months of this
was followed by a nervous breakdown and months as a patient
herself in a hospital. Mrs. Cardini stays up until 1, 2, or 3 o'clock
every night trying to keep the house clean and the children's
clothes fit to wear to school. “ Maybe next summer, if he gets a
job, I'll get a chance to rest up,” she says. “A near-by neighbor of
ours in Philadelphia cleaned offices in the daytime and again at
night. Her children were asked when she slept. * Oh, she puts
her head down on the table after supper,” they sald, “ and sleeps
until she goes out at 10.”

Those of us who watch the women of our unemployed coming
to the rescue in this way know that in their courage Bnd their
devotion these cases are not exceptional. But even if they rise to
it, that can not satisfy those of us who look on.

SCRAPFING PLANS FOR THE FUTURE

Still less can we be content that in one out of three of such house-
holds there are children who can be taken from school and put to
work, as was done in these families. Surely that is not the re-
course we are looking for.

Along with the children’s education go the things that make for
interesting and creative living at home. And even when they are
kept at school they can not pass through all this untouched.
The psychologist and psychoanalyst give us some understanding of
what a background of strain and bad feeling can do to the grow-

child. As with adults, children react differently to family
tension. In some the spirit isn't strong enough to break through,
but the majority of children unconsciously elude as best they can
the pressure of trouble in their home. I have in mind a little
friend of ours, called Aggie, who took her small person out of it
as soon as she waked in the morning, and often she was picked up
from neighboring doorsteps at night. She spent every possible
moment in our settlement, and when in the evenings there were
no activities for very little girls she would find some reason to go
to the dis .. It was warm and light and friendly, and she
would sit waiting her turn. Once when she was told that the
dentist couldn't see her she was not to be put aside. “All right,”
she said, “ I'll stay and see the doctor for me warts.”

The parents’' failure, which is driven home harder with each
unsuccessful day, not only robs the children of a sense of security
but often of one source of leadership. Mrs. White's bitterness
toward her husband is aggravated by the fact that she is no
longer able to control her 10 and 12 year old boys. They have lost
all respect for their father so that he can't help her. Then, too,
she has had to take her oldest boy out of school.

In considering to-day’s unemployment, it is not often thought
of in its relation to the next generation. But as you come to
know the families of the unemployed if sometimes seems that
they feel a deeper resentment against their inability to make
plans for the future than they do against their immediate suffer-
Ings. We can understand how the Bendiks thought of themselves
as at the bottom of the ladder, and, after 12 years, worse off than
when they started out—with their savings gone, bills piled up, and
uncertainty ahead of their three children. Mrs. Carter, of Colum-
bus, Ga., sums up for us the feeling which runs like an unsteady
ray of hope through so many of our family histories: “ When you
don’t have much yourself you like to see your children get it. We
have planned all our lives to have our children have a high-school
education. Yes; maybe you are right; perhaps we will be able to
give It to the little ones, but you know how it is with a mother,
she don’t want none of them slighted.”
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To the physical misery and strain is added the broken morale,
the wreckage of human relations and hopes for boys and girls.
We are perhaps not so quick to feel badly about people being
worried as about their being hungry. But to the families con-
cerned the effects on the spirit may be more devastating. They
tell us so many times, " It's not the going without we mind; it's
the insecurity.” The man who has lost his sense of belongingness
with the loss of his job, and with it his place in the scheme of his
own household, is on new and unsteady footing. Under the emo-
tional upset of fathers and mothers is the sense of trying to build
on quicksand. Most of us like to feel that in living we are
building and the glimpses we catch of this trait, persisting in the
face of circumstances, is one of the things that in reading these
stories reassures us as to the reserves of human nature. The
older folk have a patience that puts us to shame; but they lack
the tools and materials to build with anew. The younger married
men and women who lose their start have youth on their side
but at the same time are goaded with youth's impatience at
futility. ’

Whag‘.. above all, unemployment does to people is to take the
spring out of them.

SECURITY

If these stories, as we believe, are fair cross sections of experience,
then unemployment strikes in two ways at the security of the
wage-earning family.

First, the workman can not be sure of holding his job. Through
all the cases runs the evidence that perseverance, skill, education,
health, long and excellent work records—none of these * stand the
breadwinner in certain stead when the bad word is handed down."”

Becond, the workman’'s family has no surety in tiding over the
time he is out of work. Owur analyses of the lines on which our
families fell back in their trouble showed that neither savings
in cash, nor homes, nor furniture, nor personal keepsakes; neither
charity nor getting into debt to butcher and baker, neither mov-
ing to cheaper guarters nor scrimping on food, nor the enforced
labor of mothers and children gave adequate assurance of live-
lihood when broken work or no work at all drove these families
back on their own resources. All combined, these makeshifts
did not offer a reasonable solution of their predicament nor one
which we should tolerate as part of our going life.

Those of us who have gathered and analyzed and interpreted
these stories found agreement in the following propositions:*®

“ Clearly whether unemployment is controllable or uncontrollable
its ultimate burden falls upon men least able to bear it and fre-
quently upon those in no way responsible for its incidence. Most
of the great modern nations have provided their workers with
ao::.e form of insurance against such unemployment. We have
not. -

“A small group of progressive American employers have set up
employment reserves, and in the garment trades we have had an
outstanding example of a mutual fund under labor-management
control. The United States has built up better employment sta-
tistics by industries than has Europe. It is held by certain
economists that an original scheme of protective insurance classi-

fied by trades and establishments can be devised so that, as in |’

our fire-insurance companies, the economic pressure of the system
will give an advantage to those industries which regularize their
employment. But whether protection is arranged by individual
management, by the trade as a whole, or through public action,
as in compensation laws, the burden of unemployment should not
be allowed to fall solely on the family of the worker.”

The ills that flesh is heir to will always contribute to the total
of unemployment. Sickness, bad habits, insanity, irresponsibility,
incapacity, accidents, old age, and death put families on the
rocks. But these are problems of health and psychiatry, of
relief and other spheres of social treatment.. Our settlement
study sought to disentangle the unemployed from the unem-
ployable by focusing on families whose predicament is due to
industrial causes outside their control.

Under any scheme of protection which ‘would make industry
and the consuming public copartners in insuring against the
risk of broken work which thus confronts them, the benefits
would cover only a comparatively small share of the loss from
broken earnings. The greater share would continue to be borne
by the families and the dislodged wage earners themselves. If
these case stories show anything, they show that most familles
can be counted upon to shoulder that share with fortitude. But
the insurance benefits would create a minimum provision against
the more extreme forms of distress. Their receipt would come
not as an affront to the instinct for self-dependence but as part
of the bargain of livelihood for those whose fortunes are bound
up in the operation of American industry.

We should not leave it to people so disadvantaged to combat,
single-handed, the industrial changes and dislocations which tear
at the structure of their homes.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE
A message from the House of Representatives by Mr.
Chaffee, one of its clerks, announced that the House insisted
on its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate to
the bill (H. R. 14246) making appropriations for the Treas-
ury and Post Office Departments for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1932, and for other purposes; agreed to the con-

1Page 161, conclusion; Some Folks Won't Work, by Clinch
Calkins, Harcourt, Brace & Co.
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ference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses thereon, and that Mr. Woop, Mr. THATCHER, MT.
Harpy, Mr. WeLseE of Pennsylvania, Mr. Byrns, and Mr.
ARNOLD were appointed managers on the part of the House
at the conference.

The message also announced that the House had passed
without amendment the bill (S. 2865) granting the consent
of Congress to compacts or agreements between the States of
Wyoming and Idaho with respect to the boundary line
between said States.

The message further announced that the House had
passed bills of the following titles, in which it requested the
concurrence of the Senate:

H. R.7254. An act to amend an act entitled “An act mak-
ing an appropriation for the survey of public lands lying
within the limits of land grants, to provide for the forfeiture
to the United States of unsurveyed land grants to railroads,
and for other purposes ” approved June 25, 1910;

H.R.8534. An act for the transfer of jurisdiction over
Sullys Hill National Park from the Department of the In-
terior to the Department of Agriculture, to be maintained
as the Sullys Hill National Game Preserve, and for other
purposes;

H.R.12404. An act to amend the act of April 9, 1924, so
as to provide for national-park approaches;

H. R. 12697. An act to authorize an exchange of lands be-
tween the United States and the State of Utah;

H.R.13547. An act to safeguard the validity of permits to
use recreational areas in the San Bernardino and Cleveland
National Forests; and

H.R.15008. An act to extend the south and east bound-
aries of the Mount Rainier National Park, in the State of
Washington, and for other purposes.

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED

The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed
his signature to the enrolled joint resolution (H. J. Res. 447)
making an appropriation to carry out the provisions of the
public resolution entitled “ Joint resolution for the relief of
farmers in the drought and/or storm stricken areas of the
United States,” approved December 20, 1930, and it was
signed by the Vice President.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

Messages from the President of the United States making
nominations were referred to the appropriate committees.

MODERNIZATION OF BATTLESHIPS

The VICE PRESIDENT. The special order, Senate bill
4750, is before the Senate, and will be proceeded with.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4750) to
authorize alterations and repairs to certain naval vessels.

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, under a special order,
agreed to by unanimous consent on January 6, Senate bill
4750, to authorize alterations and repairs in certain naval
vessels, is before the Senate for consideration this morning,
a motion having been made to reconsider the vote by which
that measure was passed.

The bill was introduced June 24, 1930, by the Senator
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep]l. It was reported from the
committee early in the present session by the Senator from
Virginia [Mr. Swanson], and he asked unanimous consent
for the immediate consideration of the measure. There
was no objection. The request for its consideration was
made soon after convening, when very few Senators were
on the floor, and some who were here did not know what
measure was under consideration.

A similar bill was also introduced in the House of Repre-
sentatives, and was considered by the House Committee on
Naval Affairs. In the latter part of last June the bill was
reported from that committee and went on the House cal-
endar at the last session of Congress, but with the under-
standing, I am told, that a vote would not be taken upon
the bill until the present session of Congress which met last
month, for the reason, it was said, that it would take a
two-thirds majority of the House to provide for a special
rule for consideration of that particular bill during the last
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session, and the proponents of the bill in that body were
afraid they did not have the two-thirds majority.

In the discussion a few days ago the Senator from Vir-
ginia made the statement several times that there never
had been any real opposition to the repair of these old
battleships. The Senator from Virginia was mistaken in
that statement, especially in regard to the situation in the
House of Representatives. Such measures have been ob-
jected to strenously in the House for several years. They
have also been objected to at times in the Senate.

As I have stated, this bill was reported by the Senator
from Virginia. When the Secretary of the Navy was before
the House committee last June he said that one of the bat-
tleships would be repaired at the Norfolk Navy Yard and
one would be repaired at the Philadelphia Navy Yard; and,
accordingly, it has been suggested that this is a relief bill
for the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. ReEep] and
the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr, Swanson]. The Sen-
ator from Virginia made the statement that the passage of
the bill would result in putting many men to work. The
chairman of the Naval Affairs Committee of the Senate
made the statement that it would take about 2,400 men to
modernize these battleships. The Senator from Virginia
said that it would take about five or six t.hoqsa.nd men to do
the work. The Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Adams, stated
that it would take three or four thousand men.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, will the Senator from North
Dakota yield to me?

Mr. FRAZIER. I am glad to yield to the Senator from
Maine.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I think the discrepancy in the
figures as stated by the Senator from North Dakota arises
from this condition: The men who will actually work on
these ships comprise about 2,400; but in connection with the
work that is to be done a great deal of additional work will
have to be done in other plants in the country; so that, in
all, the modernization program will probably give employ-
ment to substantially from 4,000 to 4,500 men. When I
stated the number at 2,400 I was speaking of the men who
would be directly employed on work on the ships.

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. Presidenit, that may be correct; at
any rate, those were the statements made by several gentle-
men who are in favor of the passage of this measure. I am
willing to take a happy medium between the figures as sug-
gested and say that 5,000 men would be given employment
by the modernization of these old battleships. The expendi-
ture of $30,000,000 for 5,000 men would be $6,000 per man.
It has been stated authoritatively, I think, that we have at
least 5,000,000 unemployed men in the United States to-day.
At that rate, it would take 6,000 times $5,000,000, or $30,000,-
000,000 to provide employment for the 5,000,000 who are out
of employment to-day, under the suggested provisions of this
measure.

Mr. President, last year the United States Navy spent
$375,291,828.11. That was during the fiscal year of 1930.
That is more than a million dollars per day; it is more than
$700 each minute, day and night, during the year 1930 spent
by the United States Navy—$700 per minute for the year.

That is more than the average farmer—yes; it is twice as
much as the average farmer—in the United States last year
made in net profit for his year’s work; twice as much each
minute was spent for United States Navy in peace times as
the average farmer in the United States who produced the
food products to feed the Navy and everyone else made for
his year's work last year. Of course, the War Department
spent more than the Navy did. There was over $1,400 spent
each minute, day and night, by the Army and Navy last
year.

Mr. President, that is the largest amount ever spent in
peace times in the history of the United States for the Navy
and for the Army. It is the largest amount ever spent by
any nation on the face of the earth in peace times for its
army and navy, and that, too, Mr. President, in the face of
the fact that our Nation was instrumental in having
adopted the Kellogg peace pact. We succeeded in getting
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for the renunciation of war.” Yet in the face of the fact
that we succeeded in getting 53 nations to sign the Kellogg
peace pact for the renunciation of war, last year we appro-
priated and spent more money than any other nation on
the face of the earth ever spent in peace times upon an
army and navy.

Then we have had disarmament conferences, so called.
It will be remembered that one was held in Washington back
in 1923, and last year the London Naval Disarmament Con-
ference was held. Yet it is proposed fo-day to provide a
still larger appropriation for the Army and Navy than we
had last year, although we ratified the treaty growing out
of the London Disarmament Conference last year to reduce
naval armaments, and, of course, we did scrap three old
battleships last year. Those old battleships had already
been modernized, as it is called, but they were scrapped at a
loss of over $11,000,000. To modernize those three old bat-
tleships which were sunk it cost something over $11,000,000,
but they have been scrapped and now we want to modernize
three more.

I read carefully the statement of the Secretary of the
Navy and other officials and officers of the Navy Department
who appeared before the House Committee on Naval Affairs
last June in favor of this bill. The principal argument of
the Secretary of the Navy was that if we would spend $30,-
000,000 for the modernization of these three antiquated bat-
tleships we would then be on a parity with the Navy of
Great Britain, at least as to battleships. The word “ parity ”
has been overworked during the past few years in connec-
tion with the Navy as well as in other connections. We
heard something about a parity, it will be remembered,
during the time we were discussing the farm relief bill here
and also when we were discussing the tariff bill; in fact,
there was an understanding in both great political parties
during the campaign in 1928 that farming should be put on
a parity with other businesses and industries, but the parity
that the farmer has received is nothing like the parity that
our Navy is asking for in order that it may be put on an
equal basis with the navy of Great Britain.

It seems to me that the most childish argument that
could be advanced by the head of our Navy Department
for the expenditure of $30,000,000 of the money of the
taxpayers of the United States at this time is that it would
put our Navy on a parity with that of Great Britain.

Mr. President, it is like the little boy who at Christmas
time receives a toy from Santa Claus or some one else and
is very much pleased with it until he finds out that the little
boy across the street got two or three toys more than he
did and perhaps they cost a little more money. He is very
much worried about it and feels very badly and goes to his
mamma and complains because he did not get as many toys
as his little neighbor across the street received. So, be-
cause we have not as many battleships or they are not as
modern as the battleships of Great Britain, the Secretary
of the Navy comes before Congress and asks for an appro-
priation of $30,000,000 to modernize three old battleships,
and he places that item at the head of his naval program
for the ensuing year. It seems that in the estimation of
the Navy Department the most important thing before the
Congress at this time, so far as the Navy is concerned, is
the modernization of these three old battleships. They are
only 12 years old, and a battleship is supposed to be good
for 20 years at least. The Navy Department wants to put
in new boilers and new engines and new everything else in
them, although they admit that the boilers are good for
the remainder of the 20 years. They are asking to spend
from a half to two or three times as much as we have
spent for the modernization of other battleships.

As one of the methods of modernization, the elevation
of the guns is suggested so that the guns can shoot a mile
and a half or such a matter farther than the old guns can
shoot. That would be a great benefit undoubtedly, They
also want to put blisters on the battleships, The Senator
from Virginia did not seem to understand very well what
blisters were or could nct explain the term very well the
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. other day, and so I looked it up. The blister, or the
“bulge ” as it is called, is a steel plate running the whole
length of the battleship on the outside and bulging out
about 6 feet from the side of the ship. It covers the
armored part of the battleship on each side. It is called a
“bulge ” or a “blister ” and is placed on the ship to afford
protection against torpedo attack.

Mr. President, it seems mighty strange that apparently
it is impossible for the leading officials and officers of the
United States Navy to think of anything new. They base
their argument and their pleas for greater expenditures of
money only upon past experience. During the World War,
it will be recalled, many battleships and other vessels were
sunk by torpedoes fired by German U-boats. Up and down
our Atlantic coast in the summer of 1918 there were eighty
some ships of one kind or another sunk by German U-boats
in just a few months. So the Navy has got to protect
its ships against torpedoes, and the officers of the Navy
say that the little blister which I have described on the
side of the battleship will protect them because it will
cause the torpedo to explode a little farther away, 6 feet
farther away, from the vitals of the ship.

Mr. President, I talked with an old sailor a few days ago
about this. He said, “ Why all that any enemy would
have to do, or anyone else, to overcome that so-called
‘ blister '—that 6 feet of additional space on the outside
of the battleship—would be to make the torpedo a little
larger, a little heavier, and put a little more explosive in
it; and,” he said, “it would go clear through the battle-
ship if necessary,” Then, of course, because they have
elevated the guns a little bit to shoot a mile or so farther,
and give the projectiles a high range which might enable
them to strike on the deck of a battleship, they want to
cover the deck of the battleship with heavier armor to
protect it against the shells that are to be fired from
long range by these elevated guns.

How about the bombs to be dropped from bombing planes?
Will the little armor on the top of the deck protect the
battleship? The Secretary of the Navy, in the hearing
before the House committee, stated several times—I think
they made him say it three or four times—that in his
opinion there was little danger from airplanes to modern
battleships; that is, if they are modernized, of course.

Mr. McCLinTic, a member of the committee from Okla-
homa, said:

Do you hold to the theory that a bombing plane can not
destroy a battleship?

Secretary Apams. Substantially so. It is a somewhat remote
danger. There is always danger of some sort from every instru-
mentality in war.

Different members of the committee made him repeat
similar statements several times. Of course, he does not
agree with many authorities along that line.

On January 9 Congressman FreAr, of Wisconsin, spoke at
some length on the disarmament question. Among other
things, on page 1798 of the Recorp he quotes a statement
from Rear Admiral William A. Moffett, chief of naval aero-
nautics, under a Miami headline of January 8:

Speaking at the dedication of the new naval reserve aviation
base, Admiral Moffett declared:

“1 consider it our national duty to build up to the treaty
strength allowed.”

Of course he is for the air proposition.

Failure to do so can result in but one thing—a world-wide
admission that we have relinquished our hard-won right to be
regarded as a first power and are lacking in the spirit to take our
rightful place as a nation in world affairs.

He goes on:

The last reported achievement of science is the strataplane,
scheduled to travel 500 miles an hour at an elevation, if needed, of
40,000 feet. Add to this achievement new high explosives of
unprecedented destructive power and poison gasses of threefold
deadly potency and yet there remain * preparedness” officials
perpetually prating of security.

He goes on:

Becurity is to be achieved only by adding armament to arma-
ment—{frontier forts and floating fortresses.
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Then he quotes from the recent sham invasion of London
some months ago. The writer speaks of the impossibility of
finding security anywhere. In that invasion, he says:

Seventy-five planes invaded London from the north. London,
forewarned, was defended by an equal number of planes plus
antiair guns and balloons. In spite of all these preparations the
invaders dropped 200 bombs (duds) over selected targets and
retired without losing a single plane. Evidently “ preparedness”
furnishes no “ security.”

I have another statement in regard to the same airplane
maneuvers over London. It is a report of the Air Ministry
of London. This was their conclusion after they had had
several days of those experimental bombings. It says:

London is too big to be adequately protected. In another war
its vital parts would soon be in ruins and the rest made unin-
habitable by gas.

The admiral does not say much there about striking bat-
tleships, but, of course, there is no question but that battle-
ships can be struck.

I have here a book entitled “ Winged Defense,” by Col.
William Mitchell. You remember well Colonel Mitchell's
statements in regard to the sinking of battleships by bomb-
ing planes. I think I can best express it by quoting from
an editorial of Arthur Brisbane’s in the Minneapolis Sunday
Tribune of October 6, 1929. He gives some pictures here of
the bombing experiments. Those were pictures taken dur-
ing the experiments when several battleships were sunk by
bombing planes under the direction of Col. William Mitcaell.
I want to read a little from this editorial:

It will interest you to read General Mitchell’'s book, Winged
Defense, recently published, and his description of actual airplane
attack on floating vessels.

That is the book I have here. I am not going to read it all
this afternoon, however.

First, in such atiack would come the frightfully swift planes,
such as now do 250 miles and even more an hour. These planes,
safe from antiaircraft guns, flying above the battleships high in
the air, more swiftly than a swallow, would drop light bombs, as
General Mitchell explains it, “ to clear the decks of any exposed
personnel, smash up the communicating and radio systems, and
probably bend the battleships propeller shafts and rudders, so that
even a heavily armored vessel could not be worked after an attack
with these light bombs.”

Then he quotes, a little later on, from this report of
Colonel Mitchell:

The German fichting ship Ostfriesland, by order of Congress,
was used for airplane bombing experiments, General Mitchell fiy-
ing with the bombing planes and directing the work. In his book
he gives all credit to the flying officers under his command.

He thus describes vividly the “ death " of the great fighting ship
Ostfriesland, attacked from the air:

This is a quotation from Mitchell:

On the fourth shot Captain Streett, sitting in the back seat of my
plane, stood up, and, waving both arms, shouted, “She is gone! "

When a death blow has been dealt by a bomb to a vessel, there
is no mistaking it. Water can be seen to come up under both
sides of the ship, she trembles all over, as if her nerve center had
been shattered, and she usually rises in the water, sometimes clear,
with her bow or stern.

In a minute the Ostfriesland was on her side; in two minutes
she was sliding down by the stern and turning over at the same
time; in three minutes she was bottom side up, looking like a
gigantic whale, the water oozing out of her seams as she prepared
to go down to the bottom, then gradually she went down stern first.

In a minute more only the tip of her beak showed above the
water. It looked as if her stern had touched the bottom of the
sea as she stood there straight up in a hundred fathoms of water
to bid a last farewell to all her sister battleships around her,

This editorial goes on:

The German ship, the Ostfriesland, please remember, had gone
through the great Baftle of Jutland, against the British fleet, and
bore the scars of battle.

A few inexpensive airplanes did to the fighting ship and its
heavy armor what the great battleships of England could not do.

Of the destruction of this great ship General Mitchell writes:
“It was a very serlous and awesome sight. Some of the spectators
on the observing vessels wept, so overwrought were their feelings."

The ship was sunk with bombs, of which none weighed more
than 2,000 pounds,

What would happen to any battleship if one of the modern
heavy-bombing planes dropped a 3 or 4 ton bomb upon it?

What would happen to a fleet of battleships attacked by a fleet
of airships like the Dornier X, just built in Germany, to carry
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100 passengers and a crew, an all-metal plane, with 8 decks, 12
engines?

The effect of little bombs used in our experiments, while skep-
tical Navy officers looked on, is made clear in General Mitchell's
description of the destruction by airplane of the German cruiser
Frankfurt. He writes:

“Many amusing things occurred. At the first direct hit of a
bomb on the Frankfurt's deck, fragments of steel were thrown
over the water for over a mile. The crews of the observing battle-
ships had crowded to the rails to watch, but as these pleces of
steel came nearer and nearer to,them, they rushed to the other
side of the vessel for protection. It made one think what might
happen in case a real attack was made against naval vessels in

war, whether the crews could be held to their posts, in view of

almost certain destruction.”

It 1s not necessary, in the destruction of a ship, that a bomb
should actually strike it. Let it strike the water reasonably close
to the ship and the destruction is as great. For water, incom-
pressible, acts as a battering ram and carries to the side of the
ship, below the water line, the full exploding force of the bomb
as it strikes against the water.

One of the American ships watching the airplane bombing
experiments, at what was thought a safe distance, had its con-
denser put out of commission by concussion through the water,
and was obliged “ to limp into port at 3 miles an hour.” =

To continue:

The battleship is gone. The fast cruisers we must have, at least
as many of them as any nation on earth—

That is Mr. Brishane’s opinion—

as long as they continue to be of use as a menace to the com-
mercial shipping of an enemy.

Then he continues:

Some may say: * The airship will be terrible at sea; but we are
interested in what happens on land."”
nl’}'hey are even more interested in the airplane than are the

ors. /

On water the ship seems a small target and it can be moved.

The crowded city is big and can not move.

Everything an airplane can do at sea it can do on land, with
more deadly effect.

A fleet of airplanes within an hour can wipe out all the impor-
tant buildings in Washington, including the Capitol, White House,
and Treasury.

It could reduce to ruins the great bulldings and bridges of New
York or any other city.

And, worse, aerial warfare, supplemented by chemical warfare,
could literally destroy the lives of human beings by the hundreds
of thousands, and even by millions, driving survivors in despera-
tion from gas-filled streets into the country.

This means that a bomb of poison gas, Instantly spreading,
dropped in the center of Wall Street financial district, taking
Trinity Church spire as a target, could kill 90 per cent of the
important financiers in the United States.

- ]

- . * L -

The killing off of a few in Wall Street does not worry me
so much. But undoubtedly, in case of another world war,
these bombings would take place over every great city in the
country that was being attacked.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair).
Does the Senator from North Dakota yield to the Senator
from New York?

Mr. FRAZIER. 1 yield.

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator surely would want to save
some of the people who live in New York? The Senator
would not want everybody in New York killed, would he?

Myr. FRAZIER. Oh, no. I said that probably the killing
of a few in Wall Street would not make any great differ-
ence. Of course, I know a lot of people would not agree
with me in that.

Mr. COPELAND. Would the Senator arrange so that I
could select those to be killed off?

Mr. FRAZIER. The Senator from New York undoubtedly
would have some influence in a case of that kind.

Mr. COPELAND. I would not think I would have in the
case specified by the Senator; but if he is going to have
some killed in New York, will he not arrange so that I may
select them?

Mr. FRAZIER. I admit I may be a little prejudiced
against Wall Street manipulations and some of the people
who manipulate things up there. A couple of years ago I
was visiting the city of New York; and baving a letter of
introduction to a former president of the chamber of com-
merce of that great city, I called on him. He was a very
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genial sort of fellow; he invited me fo lunch. We went over
to the Chamber of Commerce Building and had lunch there,
and during the Iunch we got to talking about the political
situation. This New York gentleman said, *“ The trouble
with you fellows from the West is that you will not admit
that right here in Wall Street we have the finances of this
great Nation, and you people have to come here for money
if you want it.” I said, “ You may be right in your state-
ment, but we are not going to admit it, and we are going
to keep fighting just as long as we can against that kind
of manipulation of the credit of our great Nation.” So
perhaps I am a little prejudiced against the great metropol's.

Those bombing experiences over London, over Paris, and
there were some over the city of New York, too, all proved
that in the event of another world war it would be prac-
tically impossible, and the experts admitted it, to keep
bombing planes from coming in. One or fwo bombing planes
would carry enough explosives to annihilate any of our
great cities.

Mr. ODDIE. Mr, President, will the Senator yield for an
observation in regard to the Senator’s remarks about the
value of the battleship, the vulnerability of battleships from
attacks from the air, or the lack of it?

Mr. FRAZIER. I yield.

Mr. ODDIE. I wish the Senator could have seen a demon-
stration I saw several years ago about a hundred miles off
the Virginia Capes, when the former German battleship
Ostfriesland was sunk by bombs from the air. Much of the
best aviation talent of the United States was used in the
sinking of that ship. Some of the best aviators in the world
and the most up-to-date aviation eguipment and bombs
were used. Yet it took nearly a day and a half to sink the
ship. She was anchored a hundred miles offshore, with not
a man on board, not an antiaircraft gun in use. Several
squadrons of seven or eight planes each came from the shore
and the first afternoon dropped quite a number of 250-pound
bombs. Some of them struck the ship and others struck the
water close to it, but they had practically no effect on the
ship. They kept bombing her part of the afternoon with
250-pound bombs. Then squadrons of planes were brought
out with 500-pound bombs, with the same result. The upper
works of the ship was naturally battered up pretty badly,
but no material damage was done. I do not know how
many bombs struck the ship and struck the water near the
ship. I observed the demonstration from a distance of about
half a mile. The next day numbers of planes came out with
1,000-pound bombs, and after they had been dropped on
and in the water near the ship she still floated. She was
badly battered, but not until 2,000-pound bombs were
brought, about eight of them, and dropped on and about the
ship, did she sink.

Mr, President, I contend that a bomb dropped from the
air will not necessarily sink a battleship. I think there
must have been nearly a hundred bombs dropped on and
around that ship before she finally went down, and under
the most favorable conditions for the aviators, because the
ship was anchored and the aviators knew just where she was.
There was not a man on board and not an antiaircraft gun
in operation. I have the highest regard and respect for our
naval and Army aviators, and I have a pretty good idea of
the splendid work they could do in case of war in protecting
our country and in carrying on offensives from the air; but
the battleship is not obsolete. It is a necessary factor in
carrying out our system of national defense.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the Senator from Nevada
permit me to ask him a question?

Mr. ODDIE. Certainly.

Mr. REED. How thick was the deck armor of the Osi-
friesland?

Mr. ODDIE. The Ostfriesland was one of the most mod-
ern German battleships. It was captured after the war.

Mr. REED. It is true, is it not, that her deck armor was
something less than 3 inches thick?

Mr. ODDIE. I do not know; but I presume that her deck
armor was not as thick as that on our battleships after they
are modernized.
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Mr. REED. A part of the purpose of this bill is to enable
the Navy to thicken the deck armor of these three battle-
ships so as to protect them against bombing attacks?

Mr. ODDIE. That is part of the purpose, and the other
is to enable the Navy to put blisters on the hulls of these
ships to protect them and Americans on those ships from
torpedo attacks. As good Americans we can not afford to
subject our own people to a serious danger which can be
prevented by the passing of this bill.

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, the Senator from Nevada
is a little mixed in his statement. He must remember that
the demonstration with the Ostfriesland was only an experi-
ment. Colonel Mitchell stated in his report that he wanted
to go out with 2,000-pound bombs in the first place and sink
the ship at once, but the other authorities said, “ No; we
want to experiment, We want to drop some small bombs
and see what the effect will be on the old battleship.” So
they started in with light bombs, and Mitchell says that
apparently one of them struck on the deck and would no
doubt have killed any living human being on the deck, and
probably would have wrecked the machinery and blown up
the ship if it had been loaded with munitions, as a battleship
in action would have been.

After the first day’s bombing, I think it was, the ship was
damaged to such an extent that it listed over on one side,
and they had to go out the next morning and let in tons of
water on the upper side to balance it so that they could go
on with their practice the next day. Then, when they came
with the 2,000-pound bombs, only four of them were
dropped, and I think none struck the battleship. - The decks
might have been 6 feet thick, or 10 feet thici, but the bottom
of the vessel was stoven-in by the concussion of the bombs
that struck near the battleship.

Mr. ODDIE. Mr, President, in that connection I am sure
that one of the bombs struck the deck.

Mr. FRAZIER. Some of the first ones dropped did.

Mr. ODDIE. One tribute to American aviation was that
as that ship was sinking by the stern, when the bow of the
ship was slowly disappearing and only about 6 feet of it
was above the water, the last bomb hit that ship right on
the bow (literally in the nose), one of the most wonderful
demonstrations of the accuracy of our aviators that could
have been demonstrated. A

One other comment. The ship was anchored. The avia-
tors knew exactly where it was. They could set their course
when they left the land, knowing they would find the ship,
and the visibility was good. In case of battle conditions the
visibility might be.bad, and we could not afford to send a
plane carrying a 2,000-pound bomb on a wild mission to try
to find a battleship somewhere at sea without knowing
where it was, because before it could be found the plane
might be lost and destroyed and the aviators’ lives lost.

Mr. REED, Mr. President, can the Senator tell us how
high these bombing planes flew at the time of their attack?

Mr. ODDIE. Something under 3,000 feet, I believe.

Mr. REED. Can the Senator tell us what their orders
were as to the height they were to maintain?

Mr. ODDIE. I can not say as fo that. I presume they
were following out the orders which had been given them,
but I know they did remarkably accurate work.

Mr. REED. Does the Senator think that a bombing plane
would approach a battleship at an altitude of 3,000 feet
now?

Mr. ODDIE. No; it could not do so now, with our mod-
ern antiaircraft guns, tremendously improved over what
they were in the war time, without being subjected to
extreme danger.

Mr. FRAZIER. I just read from the report of Admiral
Moffet that the most up-to-date plane could attain a height
of 40,000 feet if necessary.

Mr. REED. The Senator does not mean they could hit
anything from that height, does he?

Mr. FRAZIER. Perhaps not so accurately as they could
closer down, of course, but they can carry a lot of bombs, a
great many more than they could five or six years ago, when
these experiments were undertaken. It is true that the
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antiairecraft guns have been improved a great deal in that
time, too; but I think the Senator will admit that no anti-
aireraft gun or any other kind of a gun will reach anything
like 40,000 feet.

General Mitchell concluded with this sentence:

It conclusively proved the ability of aircraft to destroy ships of
all classes on the surface of the water.

He says that after they had sunk the Ostfriesland and
several smaller craft their experiments were called off by
the Navy, because, he says, it seemed that the heads of

‘the Navy were afraid they would demonstrate that there

was absolutely no excuse for building battleships under
present conditions, so the experiment was called off by
the Navy.

Mr. President, here is a quotation I was looking for, an
editorial in the Brisbane column of the Washington Herald
of January 11, 1931:

The next war will not be pleasant. Submarines will prowl, like
invisible sharks, destroying all merchantmen. Airplanes will sink
any fighting vessels that dare to leave port. With polson gas,

explosive bombs, and fire bombs, they will drive population from
the cities, destroying millions.

That is Mr. Brisbane’s opinion, and I think he is gen-
erally conceded to be pretty well posted and to have pretty
good ideas on most everything about which he writes.

The experience during the World War demonstrated, I
believe that the navies of all the countries that were en-
gaged in that great war were afraid -of bombing planes, and
a lot of our fighting vessels were up the Hudson River
during a great part of the war. An authority on naval
matters made the statement before a House committee
some months ago that in the event of another world war
the safest place for the battleships would be as far up the
Mississippi River as they could get.

Mr. KING. Admiral Sims made that statement.

Mr. FRAZIER. Yes; it was Admiral Sims. T think it is
generally admitted that that would be the condition in the
event of another world war. Representative Frear, of Wis-
consin, mentioned what I believe to be the fact in a state-
ment on the floor of the House on the 9th of this month,
that they have a covering for the battleships after they get
them in the river to try to protect them from bombs, a
covering made of steel cables woven together and put right
over the top of the battleships to try to keep the bombs off
the battleships.

Mr. President, only yesterday the Naval Affairs Committee
of the House reported out a bill, so the papers this morning
say, for the appropriation of $74,000,000 for the building of
airplanes, torpedo boats, and airplane carriers, evidently
for the purpose of protecting these old, antiquated battle-
ships, to modernize which we are asked to appropriate
$30.000,000.

If they can not have that protection undoubtedly they can
be sunk in less time than it takes to tell it by great bombs
from the air. So they want $30,000,000 first; that is the
first thing in the naval program for this session to modern-
ize these old battleships. Then the next thing that has
been reported out by the committee in the House is an ap-
propriation bill carrying $74,000,000 to protect the old bat-
tleships, to protect the $30,000,000 we are asked to put into
these antiquated battleships.

Mr. President, we have been haggling for days here over
a little appropriation of $15,000,000 for the relief of the
drought-stricken farmers of this country, to keep the farm-
ers and their families from starving to death, and yet we
are asked now fo authorize an appropriation for the mod-
ernization of old and antiquated battleships—and for what
purpose? To give these tinseled officers of the Navy better
floating palaces so they can promenade the decks with their
ladies and their friends and have a modernized battleship
for that purpose. It is going to cost $10,000,000 apiece to
modernize these battleships in these hard times when the
President in his message said we must use every effort to
keep down expenses.

O Mr. President, I can not see how any Member of this
body can conscientiously vote to authorize the appropriation
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of $30,000,000 at this time when we need that money to
save human lives, when we need that money to save starv-
ing people who have worked all their lifetimes in the farming
game and who because of the drought last season are now
on the rocks. We need that money to protect them and to
give employment to the unemployed.

Mr. DILL. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from
North Dakota yield to the Senator from Washington?

Mr, FRAZIER. I yield.

Mr. DILL. Even if these ships are modernized how long
will it be before they are scrapped?

Mr. FRAZIER. The life of a modernized battleship is
about 12 to 15 years, I think.

Mr. DILL. I referred to the ships in question, which are
to be modernized if we pass this bill.

Mr. FRAZIER. I think when the next disarmament con-
ference comes along undoubtedly they will all be scrapped.

Mr. DILL. Is it not a fact that they will be scrapped in
five or six years?

Mr. FRAZIER. I think, undoubtedly, it will happen in
less time than that.

Mr. REED. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from
North Dakota yield to the Senafor from Pennsylvania?

Mr. FRAZIER. I yield.

Mr. REED. These ships will be seaworthy for another
‘30 years. They will be in service for at least another 20 years.
Nobody can say in advance what the exact life of their
service will be.

Mr. DILL. The Senator knows they will not be in serv-
ice for another 20 years.

Mr. REED. I know nothing of the kind. I believe to the
contrary. .

Mr. FRAZIER. The life of a battleship is only about 20
years in the first place.

Mr. EING. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from
North Dakota yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. FRAZIER. I yield.

Mr. KING. If these battleships will have a prolongation
of life so they can serve 30 years more, I ask the Senator
why the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REep] and his
able colleagues did not accept the proposition tentatively
made by the British representatives, if not by others, in
that conference that the life of a battleship be extended
from the present limitation to 25 years? My recollection
is that the Senator from Pennsylvania and his colleagues
refused to take up the consideration of that question, as
well as other important questions, such as taking steps
toward the abolition of the battleship.

Mr. REED. I had better answer that later.

Mr. FRAZIER. Yes; that will be hard to answer.

Mr. REED. No; it will not be in the least hard to answer.
It may be because my manners are somewhat different that
I do not interrupt the Senator from North Dakota at great
length.

Mr. FRAZIER. I appreciate the Senator’s courtesy,
although I am willing to yield if the Senator wants to take
the time to answer now.

Mr. President, the majority of the Parliament of England
have gone on record several times, according to the best
information I can get, that battleships are at least anti-
quated at the present time; that they would not be much
protection, comparatively speaking, in the event of another
world war. Of course, the Secretary of the Navy told the
Committee on Naval Affairs over in the House that the
British Admiralty is strongly in favor of battleships. Our
Navy is in favor of battleships. Any officer of any navy any
place in the world would be in favor of battleships, If he
is in command of one of these great floating palaces, costing
anywhere from $15,000,000 to $40,000,000, of course he would
be in favor of a navy. The modern battleship is literclly a
floating palace. Of course they are in favor of them, and
they are not going o give them up until they have to do so,
because, as I said, they always seem to proceed on the theory
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of what has happened in the past. They do not seem to be
able to look into the future at all. They think because bat-
tleships have been the front line of defense in our fighting in
the past they are going to continue to be in the future. Buf,
Mr. President, times change; and according to experts—and
I shall read some more from them before I get through—
these battleships will be of mighty little protection in the
event of another world war.

I want to read from a letter from the Secretary of the
Navy written when he advocated the passage of this bill.
This is from the report of the Committee on Naval Affairs
of the Senate. The letter is addressed to the chairman of
the Committee on Naval Affairs. The one I hold in my hand
now gives the different amounts of the improvements that
they want to make, amounting, according to the itemized
statement, to $29,793,750. They ask for $30,000,000. Of
course, they have a standing rule or law, or some regula-
tion—I do not know just what it is—that they can spend
$300,000 on an old battleship to repair it without any au-
thorization from Congress, so they are asking for a mere
bagatelle of $202,800 more than they think will be needed,
in view of the fact that they also have $900,000 which they
can spend on the three of them without any special authori-
zation from Congress if needed. Of course, a little thing
like $1,100,000 does not amount to much with the Navy,
where they spend hundreds of millions of dollars each year
of the taxpayers’ money.

Mr, President and Members of the Senate, I do not want
you to forget the fact that after all the money spent on
these battleships is raised from the taxpayers out “in the
sticks.” Oh, yes; the bulk of that money may come from
the great income-tax payers, but that wealth is created
by the people who work out “ in the sticks ” and not by the
men who sit in their swivel chairs in Wall Street.

I want to read this lefter from the Secretary of the
Navy, as follows:

THE SECRETARY OF THE Navy,
Washington, December 4, 1930.
Hon. FREDERICK HALE,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

My DEear SENaTOR: Referring to Senate bill No. 4750, it has been
the accepted policy of the Navy to modernize its battleship fleet
by such chang'ee a5 are necessary to permit a greater elevation of
the guns on each ship permitting the increase of range required
by expected battle conditions, together with protective decks ade-
quate to meet long-range fire, and blisters sufficient to provide the

necessary displacement to carry these changes and also to provide
protection against submarine attack.

We ask for the authorization of three ships because they are
the only ships remaining without necessary gun elevation. For
that and other reasons they should be treated as a class and au-
thorized together in order that the Navy may have a guide as to
its future policy.

We ask for appropriations sufficient to cover the modernization
of the Mississippi and Idaho only. We do not desire appropriation
for the third ship, because we do not regard it as good cy to
withdraw as many as three ships for a long period from the fight-
ing line, as it would hopelessly cripple our fleet in the eventuality
of war.

Mr. President, I had not known since the armistice was
signed that we had any “ fighting line.” It would endanger
the safety of this great Nation of ours to withdraw three
of these old antiquated battleships from the “ fighting line ”
at the present time, so the Secretary of the Navy has asked
for funds to modernize two at a time, letting the third one
wait until the first two can get back into the “ fighting
line.” The letter continues:

Moreover, with the withdrawal of three ships now, in addition
to the ships already in our navy yards for modernization and the
ships for other reasons not available for maneuvers we would be
left with an operating force entirely too small for regular and

necessary maneuvers and training. We would find it impossible
to adequately employ or train our officers and seamen.

Mr. President, if the three baftleships were taken out of
the “fighting line ” at the same time, we would not have
enough battleships to put on the proper maneuvers to up-
hold the dignity of this great Nation of ours, the wealthiest
in the world. Of course, we should have the greatest line
of battleships of any nation, because we are the wealthiest
in the world. That is a fine argument for a larger navy!
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The other day in discussing this proposition the Senator
from Maine [Mr. HaLe]l and the Senator from Virginia
[Mr. Swanson] made the statement that it is necessary to
pass the bill at once in order to give work to 3,000, 4,000, or
5,000 men. The fact is that the work on the ships which are
being repaired at the present time, according to the esti-
mate of the Navy Department, will not be completed until
the 1st of March next; but, of course, they want the authori-
zation so they can get the other ships ready for moderniza-
tion by the time the first battleships are out of the way.

I do not think the statement was made intentionally, but
from the statements of both of those Senators one would
think these workmen are actually out of employment at
the present time. That is not the case. They are being
employed at the present time in the modernization of some
of the old battleships which are being repaired now.

In the modernization of the old battleships which have
been repaired in the past they have not spent nearly as
much money as they ask for the three involved in the present
bill. Although the price of materials has gone down and
the price of labor, I think, has not increased, yet they are
asking for more money. The first battleships on which
similar alterations took place were the Florida, Utah, Wyo-
ming, Arkansas, New York, and Teras. There was $19,-
000,000 expended for six of them, a little over $3,000,000
apiece. Then afterwards the Oklahoma and Nevada were
modernized at a cost of $13,600,000, or $6,800,000 apiece.
Then the Pennsylvania and Arizona were modernized at a
total cost of $14,800,000, or $7,400,000 apiece. But now the
New Mexzico, Mississippi, and Idaho are to be modernized at
a cost of $10,000,000 apiece. I do not know, and it has not
been explained anywhere that I could find, why they are
asking the additional amount. Perhaps they are making
more repairs on them than they have on the others. At
least, they are asking for more money.

The three battleships which were scrapped by the recent
disarmament agreement of London were the Utah, Wyo-
ming, and Florida, I believe. The total cost of repairs of
those three battleships was $11,176,000, but now they are
scrapped and are out of service.

- Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Maryland?

Mr. FRAZIER, I yield.

Mr. TYDINGS. The Senator seems to hold the view that
it is really not important to have any navy at all. May I
call his attention to the fact that in numerical strength our
Army ranks about twelfth or thirteenth among the armies
of the world? The armies of Italy, of France, Japan, of
Great Britain, of Poland, of Czechoslovakia——

Mr. FRAZIER. Is the Senator now talking about armies
or navies?

- Mr. TYDINGS. I am talking about armies—of Rumania,

Russia, and of other countries, all far excel the Army of the
United States in actual numbers; in fact, as I have said, we
rank about twelfth in numerical strength. Let the Senator
also consider the fact that 1 out of every 70 men, women,
and children in France is a soldier in the active army; 1
out of every 90 in Italy is a soldier in the active army;
and so it is with other foreign countries, only to a less
degree; while in our country only 1 person out of every
800 is a soldier in the active Army.

Obviously, we have either got to have an army or a navy.
Our country is committed to the policy of having a very
small peace-time standing army. In numerical strength
it is very small now by comparison with the armies of other
nations. Does not the Senator feel that, inasmuch as we
have such a small army, we must have for adequate self-
defense a suitable Navy behind the protection of which we
can train and equip and supply an army if we need it in
time of war?

Before the Senator answers that question, may I point
out to him that General Pershing, who is just now publish-
ing his experiences in the World War, points out that when
we went into that struggle we had 55 airplanes, of which
51 were of no value at all, and 4 were of types that did
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not fit the situation; so that we had no airplanes? We had
only about 225,000 rifles with which to equip our Army, and
therefore had to use rifles furnished by England in order
to get a sufficient number of them with which to equip our
men.

May I also point out to him that we had practically no
machine guns? We had four different types of such guns,
but those types were inadequate. We are very much in the
same situation to-day. Since the World War was fought
the methods of prosecuting war have changed.

Therefore I feel that it is only fair when the Senator
points out the size of our battleships and the big guns they
carry and the fine ships we have that he also take into
consideration the very small Army we have, and that, look-
ing at our defense picture as a whole and comparing it with
that of other nations with which we might some day con-
test for victory, we are not prepared for self-defense to the
extent they are prepared.

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, the Senator from Mary-
land loses sight of the fact that last year we appropriated
and spent more money for the United States Army by
practically twice than was expended by any other country
on the face of the earth.

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes; but battles can not be fought by
appropriations made by Congress or by merely spending
those appropriations. Battles are fought with artillery, ma-
chine guns, and men, and no army of 100,000 men can
hope to defeat an army of a couple of million men, no matter
how much money may be appropriated.

Mr. FRAZIER. When the United States Army last year
was spending more than a million dollars a day the Senator
from Maryland surely will not admit that that money was
being thrown away or wasted?

Mr. TYDINGS. No, I will not; but does not the Senator
concede that it costs more to equip a fighting man in Amer-
ica, with our different standard of wages, than it does to
equip a fighting man in any other country which has a lower
standard, and that dollar comparisons therefore are not as
fair as numerical comparisons of men?

Mr. FRAZIER. It must cost a lot more, according to the
amount of money we are spending.

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT, Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. FRAZIER. I yield.

Mr. BROOKHART. The Senator from Maryland seems to
favor enlarging the Regular Army.

Mr. TYDINGS. I did not say that at all.

Mr. BROOKHART. Well, does the Senator favor that?

Mr. TYDINGS. No, I do not; I favor the policy which our
Government has followed from the time of its inception,
namely, of having a navy behind which we may prepare for
defense if the need should arise. I do not favor a large-sized,
peace-time army; but I favor an adequate navy and a small
standing army in time of peace.

Mr. BROOKHART. I want to call the Senator's atten-
tion to the fact that in the World War there were 20 Regular
divisions, there were 17 National Guard divisions, and 17
National Army divisions organized from the grass roots.
The National Army divisions and the National Guard di-
visions all got across—a few of them at the very end of
the war—and all of them that got into active service, as
nearly all of them did, made good. Of the 20 Regular
divisions only 8 of them got across at all during the war,

Twelve of them remained on this side still training when
the armistice was signed, and in those divisions were some
of the oldest Regular regiments. I, myself, was training
the Nineteenth Regular Division in marksmanship up to
just a few days before the armistice, and it had in it two of
the oldest Regular regiments, the Second and the Fourteenth.

I also served with the Thirty-fourth National Guard Divi-
sion, which had been in training for more than a year. Ithad
also been on the Mexican border performing service there
preceding the training for the World War; it was trained
stale; it ought to have been sent over months before; and
yet it was down there training that Mexican border stuff,
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which they never could use after they actually got into the
war.

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, with the permission of
the Senator from North Dakota——

Mr. BROOKHART. So I can not see the point in the
argument as to the necessity for a great Regular Army.
The Regulars always fall behind the times; they will not
listen to anybody like General Mitchell or even like the
present head of the Air Service, General Fechét. I asked
General Fechét one time, in the presence of the Senator
from Pennsylvania, when we were talking about $300,000,000
for cruisers, what he could do if we would give him $300,-
000,000 for the Air Service. After figuring for a while, he
said in three or four years he could promise us to be ready
to sink all the warships in the world by the time they could
get within 200 miles of our coast, including the coasts of
Porto Rico, Panama, the Hawaiian Islands, and the Philip-
pines.

Mr. TYDINGS. The Senator from Iowa has made a very
clever flanking military movement. He is falking about one
thing and I am talking about another.

Mr. BROOKHART. The only thing clever about it is I
am taking the facts of men who know about these things.

Mr. TYDINGS. I take it for granted that the position
of the Senator from North Dakota is that he is for general
disarmament in the United States. Now, I take it that the
Senator from Iowa, from what he has just said, is in favor
of spending vast sums of money to build military airplanes;
is that correct?

Mr. BROOKHART. I would spend enough; we do not
need to spend half as much as General Fechét estimated,
because we would not have to defend ourselves against all
the warships in the world.

Mr, TYDINGS. Then, the Senator from Iowa is in con-
flict with the Senator from North Dakota, because the
Senator from North Dakota wants disarmament, while the
Senator from Iowa wants many military and naval air-
planes built to sink all the battleships.

Mr. BROOKHART. I am not in conflict with the Senator
from North Dakota with regard to throwing $30,000,000
into old junk that is not worth 30 cents in peace or in war
after it is built.

Mr, TYDINGS. Let me say to the Senator from Iowa
that I had a very small, modest, and inconspicuous part
as a soldier on the other side during the World War, and
I think the Senator ought to take into consideration in con-
nection with the American victory in that war certain facts.
First of all, he should take info consideration that it was
about 14 months after we entered the war before we were
able to get any equipped Army of any size onto the firing
line, That we were not too late is due to the fact that our
Allies were actually holding the trenches while we had time
to get ready; but that condition may not prevail again.

May I also point out to the Senator, with the permission
of the Senator from North Dakota, that, while we did
achieve a great victory—and far be it from me to deprecate
the worth of the American Army on the other side—when our
major offensive did commence we met an enemy that had
been worn down by four and a half years of warfare; in
fact, I could cite the experienc® of my own division. The
first day it was engaged in the Argonne offensive it took
over 2,000 prisoners. I myself saw many of them surrender.
They did not want to fight; they wanted to live; they were
anxious to give up. What they wanted to do was to get out
of the war; they were sick and tired of it.

Mr. FRAZIER. I do not blame them for that.

Mr, TYDINGS. Nor do I; but let me say to the Senator
that he must not assume if in the future America should
become involved in war under modern conditions that it
will meet with such favorable circumstances as we met with
there. We may find a virile enemy, a fresh enemy, a new
enemy, one that can fight very hard; and it may not be a
runaway march to victory the next time.

Mr. BROOKHART. We will have it easier the next time,
because we had to cross the ocean during the World War
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to get to the fighting line, but in the next war they will
have to cross the ocean to get tous.

Mr. TYDINGS. I do not know about that.

Mr. BROOKHART. And our defense will be a very dif-
ferent proposition from the offensive in which we took part
in the World War. I do not think the Senator can draw
any inference that I suggested the citizen soldiers did not
do their duty in the World War. They won the war, so far
as that is concerned. I think if the National Guard of the
United States had been under its own control instead of
under the General Staff control in Washington, which was
always seeking for some chance to “can” every National
Guard officer, whether he ought to have been “ canned " or
not, and make a place, particularly in the higher ranks, for
some Regular officer, we would have been ready in 7 months
instead of 14 months.

Furthermore, as to the rifles the Senator mentioned——

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, if I may interject right
there, before the Senator leaves that subject, I realize if he
had been in charge of the American Army that we would
have won the war within five months after we declared war
upon the Central Powers. If my friend the Senator from
Towa had been general in chief of the Army of the United
States, the war would not have lasted very long——

Mr. FRAZIER. I agree with the Senator as to that.

Mr. TYDINGS. Because I am sure he would have known
just how that army should have been equipped and how it
should have fought, and men like General Pershing and
General Harbord and Newton Baker, who served with some
little distinction, would all have been brushed aside and the
particular plan of attack which the Senator from Iowa"
would have evolved at the very start would have been carried
to a successful conclusion,

Mr. BROOKHART. My only experience with those big
men was with Newton Baker, the civilian Secreftary of
War, and that was with reference to training the Army in
marksmanship. Newtion Baker overruled the General Staff
and the managers of the Army, and if it had not been for
Newton Baker, the civilian, there never would have been
a training school for marksmanship and we would have
gone through the war with the Army trained on the theory
of the War College and the General Staff that a poor shot
gets more hits in battle than a good one.

Mr. TYDINGS. The Senator may be talking about war-
fare as carried on at the target range, but let me assure
him that warfare as conducted on the battlefield does not
consist of shooting many bullets from rifles; that is only
an incidental part of going forward and gaining ground.

Mr. BROOEKHART. &till the reports growing out of the
war show that the greater number of casualties were from
rifle fire,

Mr. TYDINGS. If is too bad, as we look back over the
long and hard war, that we did not have the expert
services of my friend from Iowa, because they certainly
would have been invaluable both to our Army and to the
armies of our allies.

Mr. BROOKHART. Let me say that the best training
General Grant ever got was when he resigned from the
Army, settled on a farm, went broke, and got some com-
mon sense. [Laughter.] When officers come to the War
College and plan imaginary wars and fight imaginary bhat-
tles according to imaginary theories of 20 years it drains
all the common sense out of them. If a man should go
into a moot court and practice before imaginary judges
on imaginary issues and get imaginary verdicts for 20
years, what kind of a lawyer would he be? That is what
we have had to face. Every time we have been con-
fronted with the emergency of war we have had to get
rid of the old stuff. I will say to the Senator that English
and French officers came to the divisions where I served
and, with tears in their eyes, told me privately of the
unnecessary delays incident to the Regular Army system
of training the military forces of the United States. I am
ready to stand up before the War College or anywhere and
point out in detail how this work could have been done
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better by the civilian soldiers than it was by the so-called
prepared soldiers themselves.

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. FRAZIER. 1 yield.

Mr. TYDINGS. I know that my good friend from Iowa
is perfectly willing to stand up before the War College,
and I have no doubt that he would be equally willing to
stand up with his bosom bared to the bullets of the
enemy; but may I say to the Senator that there was not
enough training for the American soldiers who went
abroad. I went abroad with one of the so-called fine
National Guard divisions of which he speaks, and served
many months in active warfare on the other side, and,
I am sorry to say, left many of my good friends and com-
rades over there from my own division.

Let me tell the Senator that it is necessary to fight these
imaginary battles before men can go out and fight the real
battles. They have to learn how to go forward under artil-
lery fire. They have to learn where the machine guns should
be placed during an advance or a retreat. They have to
know all the firing data that must be figured to put over an
attack. The infantry has to be trained as to how it shall go
forward and take cover, so that men will not be killed
unnecessarily. The staff have to assume that they, too, are
engaged in battle, and that so and so happens, so that they
may cbtain the knowledge of how to make quick decisions
to the best interests of all concerned, so that life can be hus-
banded and not wasted; and where life was wasted in the
war it was due to the fact that there was insufficient time to
train a man so that he could rely on himself to a large
degree.

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield further to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. FRAZIER. I yield.

Mr. BROOKHART. The inadequacy of the training was
more to blame than the lack of time. There was plenty of
time. The Army could have been trained in marksmanship
in one-fourth of the time that was used upon it; but there
was not anybody in the Army high enough up that knew any-
thing about how to train if, because they conceived the
theory, and taught it in the books and in the schools, that
a poor shot gets more hits in battle than a good one. That
is no joke. For a whole generation that was the idea of the
General Staff of the United States Army. I fought them on
that theory for 15 years, so I know how it came out. I was
with them about a year after it was over, in the school at
Benning, studying the lessons of the World War. Their ex-
perts all came back there, and I helped establish the school
at Camp Benning, and all that sort of thing; but I will say
to the Senator that the elaborateness, the technical data
involved in doing all these things are double and treble what
is necessary to get straight to the point. After all, however,
the main things you do in the Army are forgotten in all the
maze of technical stuff with which they surround them; and
that is not only true of marksmanship, but it is true of every
phase of the training in the Army.

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Maryland?

Mr. FRAZIER. 1 yield.

Mr. TYDINGS. Let me portray to the Senator’s mind
the difficulty of preparing, for example, a machine-gun
attack on an enemy train. First of all, we will assume that
our own troops are going forward, and that the machine
guns are going to be used like artillery, namely, that they
are going to be put on high ground in the rear and shoot
over the heads of our own troops. It is necessary to know,
therefore, what the trajectory of a bullet is, how high it
will go in the air if it is shot 2,000 yards. If is necessary
to know, at a certain time, where our troops will be, and
what the angle of clearance will be at that particular time.

Mr. BROOKHART. Every trained rifleman knows all
that.

Mr. TYDINGS. No; the trained rifleman does not know
all that.
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Mr. BROOKHART. If he is trained, he does.

Mr. TYDINGS. I want to ask the Senator, if the target
out here is 2,150 yards off, and is 60 yards higher than the
machine gun, how much the machine gun should be elevated
to hit that target, if the gunner can not see it? The Senator
is an expert rifleman. Let him answer that question.

Mr. BROOKHART. It all depends upon the distance
to the target. From the Senator's question, nobody could
tell anything.

Let me recount a little experience about this training.

Mr. TYDINGS. Wait just a moment. We will assume
that the Senator can not see the target, but that the target
is behind a hill 2,150 yards away, and that it is 60 yards
higher than the gun which he is to shoot. How is the
Senator going to know how much to elevate the muzzle of
his gun in order to hit that target?

Mr. BROOKHART. They had the tables that enabled
them to ascertain that almost immediately. It was not any
trouble to do that.

Mr. TYDINGS. As one who spent considerable time
studying those tables, let me tell the Senator something.

Mr. BROOKHART. I think a good marksman would
need to spend a couple of days on them, maybe; but let me
recount just a little experience in regard to training in the
War.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield for that purpose?

Mr. FRAZIER. Yes; I yield.

Mr. BROOKHART. At Camp Benning they sent a young
lieutenant by the name of Wood over to be our instructor in
liaison, communications in battle. He had particularly dis-
tinguished himself in the Battle of Cantigny, the first battle
of the First Division. He was sent over as our instructor at
Benning. Then the armistice was signed, and the big
classes that were to come to us never came; but they sent
the West Point graduates down there for training. They
came to us to be trained, and we were lecturing around the
staff, lecturing one another, getting ready for those West
Point classes, and Lieutenant Wood put on his lecture.

He had everything charted up in a very orderly shape.
Down in the middle of it, however, he had a black line; and
he said, “ There was a time in battle when you went over
the top when communications ceased, and even a corporal
was not able to communicate orders to his squad; and then
they reorganized afterward as soon as possible.” He de-
scribed the Battle of Cantigny, how they went over the top
and advanced to their dig-in point, and then the trouble was
to hold it against the counterattack.

The first counterattack was made by units of the Prus-
sian Guard, among the very best of the German soldiers,
and they advanced by individual rushes. One man would
jump up and rush forward, and then another, and another,
and drop down again, but still they kept a tolerably straight
line, they had such well-trained soldiers in that line, Lieu-
tenant Wood said about 20 per cent of these American sol-
diers had had some rifle training, and I am sure from my
experience not more than that had it. So these rifiemen
looked through their sights at those men as they came, and
they dropped them. There was one that got down to their
dig-in line, and was killed close in front of it, and that ended
the counterattack. He said it was a victory for the Spring-
field rifies.

When the second counterattack came, there were seven
big German tanks in it. They put their 1-pounders, those
little guns, on them, and they bounced off like rubber balls;
but the infantry supporting those tanks was coming along.
These riflemen aimed their sights at that infantry support,
and there was no infantry support when they were down
within some 75 or 100 yards; and the tanks without the
support turned and went back, and the second counterattack
was defeated—anocther victory, he said, for the Springfield
rifles.

The next day the commandant of our school called that
boy in and said to him as he stood up stiff at attention,
“ You were brought over here to teach communications, and
not to teach that communications ceased; and you will leaye
out that part of your lecture hereafter.”
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This young man was heartbroken, because he had most

faithfully worked out that system according to his actual
experience in battle. I do not know why he came to me.
Perhaps he had found that I had a little human trait in me;
but he told me the story—something that he had no right
to do under the discipline of the school. Then I said to
him, “I am on for a lecture down there to-night, and my
subject is * The Man,’ and I can put on almost anything in
the world under that subject, so come down, and I will have
a section on communications in battle as they relate to rifle
training.”
* We went into the class that night, and I said, as I looked
over at the commandant, “ The most important fact that the
soldier must know and that the trainer must know is that we
are going to reach a stage in modern battle, perhaps, when
communications will cease, and the rifleman himself must
be trained to know that before he goes into battle, and must
be trained to be his own gencral and take care of himself
during that period and reorganize after that period is over ”;
and Lieutenant Wood went ahead with his lecture and never
changed it, and I was not called on the carpet, either.

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, this colloguy with regard
to the World War reminds me of that particular period. I
had the honor to be governor of my State during the years
of the World War. We had only one division of the Na-
tional Guard in the State at the beginning of the war, and I
authorized the forming of a second division. Both divisions
went over, across the Atlantic, early in the game and made
an excellent record. Men from those divisions told me that
they were ready to go to the front lines of battle months
before the generals of the allied forces would allow them to
go in. They said the theory of the great generals of France
and England was that the American soldiers were not
trained well enough; that they could not possibly be trained
well enough to take part in those great battles in the short
time they had been training. Finally, however, a day came
when the allied armies were being pushed back, and it looked
as if the Germans were going to take Paris; and so, as a
last resort, they called in the American Army that the great
officers over there said were untrained.

Many of our North Dakota boys went into the First Divi-
sion of the great World War. They told me that from the
time the American Army went in the Germans were held,
and not only held but driven back, and they kept on going
back from that time on; and the fact that the American
soldiers did not go into the front lines a month before they
did was because they were kept out by the allied generals
who were in command over there. I am sure it was not
General Pershing’s fault that our men did not go in much
earlier than they did.

Mr. President, I want to read a little statement from a
member of the House commitiee in the hearings held last
June before the Naval Committee of the House. Mr.
McCrinTIic said:

I do not think it is good policy, and I think we will get into a
lot of trouble if we try to take it on the floor—

Referring to this same bill—

and pass it at this session, In view of the fact that we have a big
controversy existing right now. The minds of the American peo-
ple are divided as to whether or not we should agree upon the
program which was lald out in the London conference, and if we
do not agree, then this whole subject is open once more for con-
sideration. If that is true, and the minds of the lawmakers of
England and the minds of a majority of the American people are
in favor of building up the kind of units, or categories, as they
are called, that will be most likely to be used in the next war, cer-
tainly it would mean the reduction of battleships. I do not want
to be put in the position of voting for a lot of money that would
not do us any more good than if we took It out in the middle
of the ocean and sunk it.

The Senator from Virginia seemed to think the other day
that there was little or no opposition to a bill modernizing
these battleships. Yet opposition has developed every time
it has been proposed. The Senator from Virginia made the
argument, when this measure was up a few days ago, that
the bill provided only for the authorization of an appropria-
tion, *‘ authorized hereby at a total cost not to exceed
$30,000,000 in all.” He stated that we would have just as
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good a chance to fight the appropriation as the authoriza-
tion; that the authorization did not amount to much. A
little later on the chairman of the Committee on Appropria-
tions [Mr. JoNEs] came on the floor, and this was the state-
ment he made in that regard:

Mr. Jones. If it is merely an authorization, that is really the

important thing, because the Appropriations Committee are prac-
tically bound by the authorization.

Of course, Mr. President, when an appropriation is author-
ized by the Congress it is invariably the fact that the appro-
priation is made, so far as my experience goes, at least, since
I have been here.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr, FRAZIER. I yield.

Mr. SMOOT. I know of many authorizations where ap-
propriations have not been made. I will say, however, that
in most of the cases they were introduced perhaps with the
knowledge that the appropriations would not be made. I
simply say this to let the Senator know that there have been
cases, and many of them, where appropriations have been
authorized and the appropriations have never been made.

Mr. FRAZIER. That may be very true.

Now, Mr. President, I want to read a few extracts from
statements which have been made recently on this subject.
Here is one from the New York Telegram of December 29,
1930, where Heywood Broun is quoted as saying:

As far as the average American is concerned, Prof. Albert Ein-
stein has offered a theory even more startling than that of rela-
tivity. I am referring to his espousal of militant pacifism and
his‘frank advice that men and women should resist all forms of
military training even in time of peace.

Of course, others have offered a program just. as drastic, but
Professor Einstein is able to abrogate one particular accusation
which has been made frequently against all who are total ab-
stainers in the matter of war.

It has been frequently sald—and often believed—that pacifism
might be an excellent thing as an ideal but that it was a doctrine
supported only by dreamers, sentimentalists, and romanticists.

Only the first of these three terms can have any possible connec-
tion with the great German philosophical mathematician. Imagi-

nation is a necessary component in the mind of anyone who
ventures into a cosmic hypothesis.

Professor Einstein shocked a great many of our people by
his stand in regard to doing away with military training.
One of the leaders of the American Legion out in the great
State of California tried to prevent Einstein from speaking
out there because he was advocating peace instead of war.

I have here several letters, one of which I will read a
part. This letter was writfen to me by a man I happen to
know quite well; a man who had a good deal of experience
in the World War. He was the man who invented the most
effective bombs used by the United States Government in
the World War. He is an engineer and an aviator. He
used to be a sailor and was educated along that line. I
think he knows what he is talking about. This letter was
written from Stamford, Conn., January 3, 1931, by Lester P.
Barlow. I might say that Lester P. Barlow is working on a
national motorways system at the present time. He is an
eminent engineer and has had a great deal of experience,
as I have said, in the war game. The letter is addressed to
me and reads as follows:

I understand that on January 6 a motion to reconsider the bill
authorizing an appropriation of $30,000,000 for the modernization
of three old battleships will be brought up for discussion. As an
old salt of the battleship school and as a modern industrial engi-
neer, I am going to stick my oar in as being opposed to the appro-
priation of $30,000,000 for the reconditioning of old battleships,
on the ground that such expenditure would be more than 100 per
cent waste, due to the fact that additional appropriations would
be required to keep these antiquated fighting machines in the
struggle for existence, which should not be tolerated by the
American people, Battleships are as antiquated to meet modern
military requirements as the bow and arrow, and are a far greater
liability.

Mr. President, it costs, in round figures, at least a million
dollars each year to man and operate a battleship. The
letter proceeds:

They are too slow and cumbersome to get out of a fight, and
utterly incapable of being victorious in battle when met by modern
military engines of war,

I speak as an authority, as a former first-class gun pointer in
the United States naval service, and as one of the ploneers in the
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equipping of the United States naval ships with wireless teleg-
raphy. In fact, the first ship ever to sail from a Pacific port thus
equipped was U. 8. S. Solace in 1904. I was a member of the
crew and an understudy in the new wireless marvel which the
Navy was then experimenting with.

After leaving the naval service in 1808 I became interested in
aviation and organized and commanded the first aerial bombing
squadron in military operation in the world's history, in 1914, in
the Mexican revolution. I came out of that revolution with the
designs of the well-known Barlow aircraft munitions, for the
building of which the Congress of the United States during the
World War appropriated over $300,000,000. I have for many years
been accepted as an authority on aircraft armament. I built the
first synchronized aircraft gun in this country, and from that
model came the famous Marlin-Rockwell aircraft gun, the finest
aircraft machine gun used during the World War, over 38,000 of
them being built and used by the Allies. :

The first records of the suggestion for the use of depth mines
are shown in the correspondence of the United States Navy and in
letters to me, in May, 1916, criticizing my suggestions for the
attack of naval craft (both under water and on the surface) by
hydrostatic pressure developed by power submerged explosions.
I contended at that time that it was not necessary to hit a ship,
but it was only necessary to sink explosives near naval craft in
order to destroy them. The Navy at that time insisted that I
apply contact-firing devices to my depth mines. After the war
General Mitchell proved that my suggested principles were the
most effective methods for use in the destruction of individual
craft. He sunk every type of naval craft, including submarines,
torpedo boats, light cruisers, heavy cruisers, and battleships; and
in most of these attacks Barlow bombs were used for the destruc-
tion of the ships by aircraft bombing. Some of these ships were
100 miles from the coast and in the open sea. And yet, 10 years
later, we are simple enough to listen to prehistoric granddads and
their plea for $30,000,000 to recondition old battleships.

If a war should develop, we would rapidly place these battle-
ships in land-locked harbors and spend millions of dollars de-
fending them against aircraft attack. This $30,000,000 appropria-
tion, if allowed, would be for the sole benefit of certain shipyards
which desire the contracts for what there is in them.

I think he is absolutely correct in that statement.

The next war will not be fought in front-line trenches or by
battleship formation. The American people should have had suffi-
cient demonstration by this time of the practicability of aircraft
to realize, without doubting the fact, that the next war will be
in the air. This Nation is particularly fortunate in having thou-
sands of miles of water to the east and to the west, with friendly
nations at the north and south. Our military program should
principally be the development of an aircraft as a de-
fense measure against invasion. There is justification in the
belief that modern submarines and aircraft carriers will play
an important part in the next war. There will be some use for
light and extremely high-speed cruisers; but every unit of the
military equipment of the future must be designed for and be
capable of high speed. The most dangerous place for combatants
in the next war, in so far as military units are concerned, will be
aboard battleships.

The nerve centers of the Nation will be the objectives of all
attacks in future wars, and these attacks will be made from great
distances, both by bombing squadrons and by flying torpedoes.
The military authorities of this Nation know of the practicability
of the t power and weight and of tremendous

flying torpedo of grea
range. The military authorities can tell the Senators that we
were actually planning the construction of gigantic torpedoes
during the last war, and if the war had lasted another six months

oes of 1,000-mile range, carrying 5,000 pounds of T. N. T.,
would have been in actual use. Infact, General Squires during the
war held the well-known aircraft manufacturer, Glenn L. Martin,
and myself to the greatest secrecy and told us that thousands of
these torpedoes must be constructed and available before the first
one was launched into the enemies’ territory.

General Mitchell has told the Military Affalrs Committee of
the House that the next war will be fought at long distance and
with flying torpedoes. Recently the British have announced the
successful development of long-range, high-powered aerial tor-
pedoes, and military authorities in this country have contended
that the British invention is a direct copy of the American Gov-
ernment's torpedoes as planned during the war. Thirty millions
of dollars applied to the construction of these murderous engines
of war would give this Nation a reserve of 600 fiying torpedoes,
each capable of carrying tons of explosives or polson gas and
each having a range of over a thousand miles. If carried by
swift ships of the aircraft type, we could strike cities a thousand
miles distant from the ship, and each torpedo would strike with
terrific destructive force, utterly demoralizing the city of its
objective. Consider this form of attack and compare It with
the weak and hopeless attempts which might be made in the
future by battleships. Comparing the battleships with modern
aircraft possibilities would be comparing peashooters with Vesu-
vius. Flying torpedoes would cost approximately $50,000 apiece,
and they will go far in the next war in proving that Christianity
is supreme and democracy will be maintained, because thousands
will be innocent victims—noncombatants, men, women, and chil-
dren maimed and killed, while the attackers remain in a com-
paratively safe and secure position.

What this Nation needs, if she needs anything, is a strong de-
fensive aircraft program. After that she should have, perhaps,
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a program for aerial attack of heavy aircraft armament, such as
bombers and flying torpedoes.

The certain terribleness of the next war, if it comes, and the
awful destruction of our great cities and nerve centers should
convince us that we must make every effort possible in bringing
about a positive agreement between the leading powers that there
must be no future wars. The next war, for all who participate in
it, will be annihilation. None can be victorious. Those who ad-
vocate war are either insane or positively ignorant, Any so-called
military authority who thinks he is justified in advocating that
nations should continue to adjust their disputes by military oper-
tions, is a menace to the Nation, and I would say this in the
face of any military authority.

I was trained in my youth as an expert in the handling of
military equipment. I went through the World War, serving
with my ingenuity in the development of flendish and murderous
war equipment, and I know that the human mind is so prolific
In its conceptions of hellish devices for the legalized murder
called war that if this trend is not controlled it will mean com-
plete destruction of everything we call civilization. By all means,
Senator Frazier, you should do everything you can, not only to
block the foolish expenditure of $30,000,000 for the reconditioning
of these old ships, but everything possible that you can do to
bring about an early agreement between our Nation and all other
leading nations to abandon the idea of the settling of interna-
tional disputes by man-made machines which will certainly de-
stroy the men who build them if they are ever again brought
forward for the purpose of meeting opponents in war. Keep this
in mind: There can be no victory for either side—only destruction.

- ® . L] L ] Ll .
Very truly yours,
LesTER P. BARLOW.

Mr. President, the long-range air torpedoes that he
speaks of are, as I understand it, torpedoes placed in an air-
plane of some kind, directed and controlled by wireless or
radio, and can be sent a thousand miles distant. When it
comes over a city or any place else where it is desired to
drop the torpedo, the operators through their wireless can
control it and drop it on almost the identical spot where
they desire, even though the control is a thousand miles
away. But we are asked, nevertheless, to authorize an ap-
propriation of $30,000,000 to repair antiquated battleships.

Mr. President, our country has had an experience during
the past few years, beginning with the World War, that
ought to convince every thinking individual that the only
safe plan for this Nation or any other nation is to keep out
of future wars. I have a letter which I received this morn-
ing which struck me as very appropriate. It came from a
lady in New York City, under date of January 14, addressed
to me and reading:

I am horrified as I read in the papers from day to day the
recurring suggestions of flinging millions of the people's money
into military preparations of various sorts. As a taxpayer, rather
more modest than before, but still a taxpayer, and even more
emphatically as a citizen, I wish to protest against these expendi-
tures and to beg you to speak and vote against every one of them.
May I classify my objections under several headings:

1. These proposals to go on arming the United States of America
are a flat denial of the Kellogg peace pact. It may be that
tongues were in the cheeks of the gentlemen who signed this
agreement but, nevertheless, it is an important document because
it is belleved by we know not how many thousands of our cltizens
to be a solemn statement that the United States will not again
resort to war.

2. Even if there had been no peace pact there have been several
disarmament conferences, understood by citizens to be called, car-
ried on, and concluded for the purpose of reducing armaments.
By continuing to make military expenditures we show ourselves
the merest hy tes. The time may come when we shall wish
the rest of the world to believe in our good intentions, It will be
slow to do so if we have continued to act in this two-faced
manner.

8. Is it the wish of our Representatives in Congress to bring on
a war? If not, they should vote against military preparations.
The extravagant sums we have spent and are proposing to spend
are a constant excitement to politicians in other countries. When
it serves the temporary advantage of any of them to do so, they
can point to our lavish military preparations and say, “In the
face of such obvious hostility on the part of America can you
hesitate to follow me?*” Moreover, the fact that we are armed
to the teeth makes it possible for such politiclans to attribute to
every slight misunderstanding, every t Incident, a
desire on our part to start a war,

Mr. President, that paragraph, to my mind, is very true.
The very fact that the Secretary of the Navy himself justi-
fies the expenditure of the $30,000,000 provided in the bill
now before us on the ground that it will bring the United
States Navy up to a parity and up to an equality with Great
Britain’s Navy, justifies the statement.
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The letter continues:

4. If there are 5,000,000 persons out of work it is a fair estimate
that the income of at least 2,000,000 families is less. When the
people are having to do without the ordinary comforts which the
American standard of living demands it is hardly appropriate for
their representatives to burden them with additional military
expenditures.

Legislators may forget it, but thinking people do not forget that
in the end every cent voted by legislators comes out of the indi-
vidual citizens, either through income taxes or in the higher cost
of every article he consumes. Every family is struggling to live
within its income, to put itself on a sound financial basis. It is
clearly the duty of our representatives to see to it that the Gov-
ernment does not waste money by increasing military expenses.
This is clearly a time for retrenchment in every line.

5. If the Republican Party wishes to secure confidence in its
ability to serve the Nation, it can only hope to do so by rigid
economy in Government expenditures and sincere efforts to im-
prove international IriendshIp. On all these scores a reduction of
military expenditures becomes necessary.

I urge you to vote against all these military appropriation bills
and to call the attention of the amendment to your colleagues as
frequently as possible.

Sincerely yours,
Erizapere ErrsworTH CoOOK.

I think this lady is absolutely correct. In the hard times
facing us we should retrench in expenses. It seems to me it
is worse than foolish, worse than criminal to increase our
expenditures for preparation for war instead of cutting
down those items. In the face of the fact that we have
adopted the Kellogg peace pact, in the face of the fact that
we have gone into the London disarmament conference and
agreed there to cut down, and have cut down to some extent
by the scrapping of three old battleships which only recently
cost us $11,000,000 to modernize, it is worse than criminal
to increase our expenditures for preparation for war. But
now we are asked for $30,000,000 more to modernize some
more of our old battleships that will undoubtedly be
scrapped following the next disarmament conference, which
will probably be held within the next year or two.

Mr. President, I have here the figures of loans made by
the United States to European countries. Just after the
close of the war the amount exceeded $11,500,000,000. Some
of these foreign debts have been practically canceled, the
interest rates have been reduced, and yet we are denied a
small appropriation of $15,000,000 to supply food and cloth-
ing for farmers in our country who were hit by the drought
during the last season, who have not the money to buy food
to feed their families, their wives and children.

When anyone tells us that the United States Congress is
not to blame for these conditions, it seems to me they are
making a statement that is absolutely incorrect, to say the
least. I am not trying to contend that Congress is respon-
sible for the drought—of course not—but I do contend it is
responsible for the condition of the farmers of the country,
for the condition of the working people of the country. The
highest purpose of the Government, in my opinion, is for
the benefit and protection of the common people of the
Nation, who need their protection, and not for the benefit
and protection of the great corporations, who do not need
governmental protection.

O Mr. President, the fact that 5,000,000 men and women
are out of employment and that we have many bread lines
proves to me that the Congress of the United States has
been derelict in its duty in providing for those people. The
fact that farmers in Arkansas and many other States, be-
cause of crop failures or the drought last season, are finan-
cially situated so that they can not feed their families dur-
ing the present winter is a sad indictment of the attitude
of the Congress of the United States toward the farmer
during all the past years.

Ten years ago, Mr. President, deflation was brought on
by the Federal Reserve Board, The Federal reserve system
was created by an act of Congress, and so again the Con-
gress of the United States is responsible, indirectly at least,
for the deflation thus inaugurated. That deflation hit the
farmers first; it deflated them by the thousand. They be-
came broke and went out of business. There is no doubt
about the cause of that condition, in my opinion, because
I come from a great agricultural State where that defla-
tion struck and where banks failed. I think that perhaps
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North Dakota was the first State in which banks began to
fail after that deflation. The newspapers throughout the
Nation heralded the failure of those banks to the world
and stated that the failure was caused by the so-called
bolshevik government of North Dakota. However, only a
few months later banks began to fail in other agricultural
States, and now there are a number of other States which
have a worse record for bank failures than has the State
of North Dakota. Some of the individual banks which have
failed in the East have had more deposits than all the banks
in NorthnDakota which have gone broke during the last 10
years. When a bank fails, especially where its assets have
practically all been used up in trying to keep it going, or
in the hope that conditions would improve and it could ulti-
mately pay its depositors, the result is perhaps worse than
it otherwise would have been, and the depositors lose prac-
tically all of their deposits. In many instances they have
lost their life savings. Many farmers who have spent their
lives building up homes for their families have, because of
the deflation brought about by the Federal Reserve Board,
because of the increased cost of operations, due tc increased
overhead expenses and increased taxes, because of the low
prices of farm products, because of the poor crop conditions
in the various States during the past few years, and because
also of the high prices they have had to pay for everything
they have had to buy, have lost their all and have been com-
pelled to go out of business.

Mr. President, one does not have to go to Arkansas to find
farmers who are hard up; one does not have to go to New
York City to find men and women who are out of employ-
ment. Right here in the streets of the National Capital
there are many men and women looking for jobs. Every
charitable institution in the city of Washington is taxed to
its utmost capacity every day and every night to shelter,
feed, and try to find employment for men and women who
are in need and to provide for destitute families. So also
on the farms of old Virginia, up in Pennsylvania, in West
Virginia, - in Maryland, and other States, in the vicinity of
Washington as well as in New England, there are farmers
and their families who are actually in want to-day, through
no fault of their own, but who are in this condition be-
cause the United States Congress has not protected them;
it has not protected their business as it has protected the
business of the manufacturers and other industries that deal
with the farmers.

Yet, Mr. President, we are asked to appropriate $30,000,000
to modernize three old battleships. What for? I do not
think there is a single logical argument that can be ad-
vanced why those three old battleships should be modern-
ized. I had a letter yesterday from a lady in Oklahoma.
As a member of the subcommittee of the Committee on
Indian Affairs, I recently visited Oklahoma, and happened
to meet this lady while I was there. After referring to con-
ditions among the Indians, she winds up her letter with
this statement:

I wish to express the hope that little children will not longer

be forced to eat dry flour or to reach to the bottom of the garbage
pail hoping to find a biscuit. Both happened here.

Yet some Senators and others say such conditions as that
are no fault of the Congress, no fault of the Government,
and that it is not the place of Congress to remedy them; let
the Red Cross take care of those in distress. Oh, Mr.
President, I can not appreciate that kind of argument. The
Red Cross has done exceedingly good work; there is no
doubt about that; but the argument that the Red Cross
should take care of the people of the United States who
to-day are suffering and in distress does not appeal to me
because it is made on the assumption that the wealthy
people are going to contribute to the Red Cross. Of course,
wealthy people and rich corporations who have made their
money at the expense of the common people, who have
been forced to live under conditions such as we have in the
United States, under the domination of the so-called great
financial interests, can contribute large sums to the Red
Cross to take care of the poor unfortunates at this time,
and the newspapers will praise them as great philanthropists
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and see that they get a lot of publicity—and I suppose that
is what they want—but their donations will be deducted
from the amount of the profits on which they will have to
pay income taxes, and that will help them to some extent, I
presume.

The Red Cross drive was not started until after the first
of the year, so that contributions will not be allowed as de-
ductions from the 1930 tax which will be due on the 15th
of March, and that, too, will help to some extent. The contri-
butions may, however, be deducted from the income-tax re-
turn for the current year. Mr. President, the fact that we have
great corporations with their millions, the fact that we
have individuals who are millionaires who have made im-
mense fortunes at the expense of the common people, does
not appeal to me as an argument why the United States
Congress should not take care of these poor people, but
should instead call for contributions to the Red Cross.

Mr. President, farming conditions have been going from
bad to worse for the last 10 years. Millions of our farmers
have gone broke and are now out of business, and there is
hunger and suffering throughout the Nation, both on the
farm and on the part of men and women who have been
thrown out of employment. The farmers have lost their
purchasing power. Because of poor crop conditions, because
of low prices for their products they have not been able
to meet their necessary expenses, and many of them have
fallen behind in their taxes and have been foreclosed. That
has happened to millions of farmers throughout the United
States, not only in the Middle West but in the South and
in every agricultural State in the Union. I repeaft, the pur-
chasing power of the farmers has gone down so that they
can not buy the necessities of life. What is the result? The
result is that the great manufacturing institutions in the
East and in the South have been forced to close down, too,
because they can not sell the manufactured products which
the farmers of this great Nation need and should have,
but which they are not able to buy. So the factories and
mills have been closed down and 5,000,000 men and women
have been thrown out of employment.

Mr. President, there is nothing that looks like immediate
relief, so far as I can see. It seems to me that there has
got to be a readjustment all along the line. We have been
10 years or more getting into this situation, and it will
take some time to get out of it. At the present time the
price of the products which the farmer has to sell is below
the pre-war price, while the price he has to pay for' machin-
ery, for clothing, and for practically everything else he has
to buy is almost up to the war price. So the situation is
a mighty hard one, and it seems to me there has got o be
a readjustment.

The prices of manufactured products, such as machinery,
clothing, and all other commodities, must come down so as
to be more in proportion to the prices the farmer receives
for the commodities he produces on the farm. Until that
is done I can see no hope of permanently better times.

We are asked to appropriate $30,000,000 to modernize
three old battleships. Mr. President, there are 3,000,000
farm homes throughout the Nation that also need moderni-
zation. It is not necessary to go a dozen miles from the
National Capital to find old farm homes that have not been
modernized during the last century. There are many of
them in this neighborhood that are over a hundred years
old and which have not been modernized since they were
built. Of course they were modern at the time of their con-
struction, according to the standards of those days; but
like the battleships, they have long ago become obsolete and
should be modernized. The $30,000,000 could much better
be expended in modernizing farm homes than in moderniz-
ing old battleships—just three battleships to be floating
palaces for the naval officers who will happen to be in
charge of them.

Yesterday in the discussion a statement was made that
New York could take care of its own unemployed. I sup-
pose it can, because there is a great amount of wealth in
New York; and, as I have said before, that wealth has been
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built up out of excessive profits received by business men
there, and from money that has been contributed from all
over the Nation to business and also to the gambling mar-
ket in New York—the stock exchanges.

In the recent stock-market flurry a year ago it was esti-
mated that the people of various States of the Nation, in-
cluding New York, dropped some $50,000,000,000 because
of the manipulations of the gamblers of Wall Street. There
is no question, Mr. President, that the people in Wall Street
could take care of all the 5,000,000 unemployed if they
should see fit so to do, but I do not like that kind of charity.
It is an indictment against our Government and against
the Congress of the United States to allow conditions to
come about that need that kind of charity, and that is not
the kind of charity our people want. They are entitled to
appropriations from the United States Treasury to help them
under these conditions, and, in my opinion, they should
have them.

Mr. President, you will remember that during the tariff
fight we had a table back here in the corner, and some of
the high-tariff men sent out and got a lot of imported
articles to show that the little tariff we put on those varicus
manufactured products was not responsible for the high
prices we had to pay for those products. So they sent out
and got 50 or 100 articles, and had a receipt from the retailer
up there to show the regular price that was paid for those
articles. Then they looked up the price that was paid in
the country where they were manufactured; they looked up
the cost of transportation to New York City, what the com-
mission was, what the tariff was, and what the article cost
laid down in New York City. Then they figured the per-
centage of profit on those products.

I remember very well the little Swiss wrist watch that
was on the table here for weeks last winter when we were
discussing the tariff bill. That little Swiss wrist watch cost
$6 in Switzerland, wholesale. It cost $2.75 to bring it across
to New York and to pay the commission and the tariff on it,
making $8.75 laid down in New York City. It retailed for
$55. Oh, the merchants who sell those wrist watches can
afford to take care of a few of the unemployed up there, of
course; but it is the fault of the United States Congress that
things of that kind are allowed to exist—that any individual
merchant is allowed to make a profit of 600 per cent on an
article that he imports from Switzerland or any other coun-
try. Yet that sort of thing is allowed to go on, even with the
hard conditions we are facing. When millions of our people
are practically facing starvation at the present time, this
profiteering is allowed to go on; and worst of all, it seems
to me, we are called upon to authorize the appropriation of
more money for preparation for war in peace times.

As 1 stated in the beginning, last year we spent the largest
amount for the United States Navy and Army that we have
ever spent in peace times. We are asked to appropriate
more this year than we spent last year. The Navy appro-
priation last year amounted to more than $1,000,000 a day.
The Army appropriation last year amounted to more than
$1,000,000 a day. I want to repeat that every minute during
the fiscal year of 1930, ending the 1st day of last July, for
the United States Navy they spent over $700, more than
twice as much as the average farmer of this Nation makes
in an entire year.

I hope, when the vote is finally taken on this measure,
that the bill will be voted down. To my mind if is a crying
shame to say to the great nations of this world—the 53
nations that we influenced to sign the Kellogg peace pact—
that we did not mean what we said by the Kellogg peace
pact; that we are preparing for war; that we are appropri-
ating practically twice as much as we ever appropriated
before in peace times in preparation for war.

Mr. President, I do not like that kind of a reputation for
the United States Government and for the United States
Congress. So I hope that every Member will carefully con-
sider this measure before a vote is taken, and when the vote
comes will vote according to the dictates of his conscience
for the interest of the common people of this Nation, who,
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if you please, put up the money to pay this $30,000,000 and
every other appropriation that we make here in the United
States Congress.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, before the Senator takes his
seat, will he suffer an interruption?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair).
Does the Senator from North Dakota yield to the Senator
from Utah?

Mr. FRAZIER. I do.

Mr. KING. As I understand the parliamentary situation,
the motion to reconsider was agreed to, and the bill is now
upon the calendar and is subject to amendment; so there
will not be a vote upon the question of reconsideration.

Mr. FRAZIER. We agreed to vote at 4 o'clock to-morrow
afternoon upon amendments and the motion, as I under-
stand.

Mr. KING. Yes; but it will not be a vote upon the motion
to reconsider, for the reason that we have already reconsid-
ered our action on the bill, and it is restored to the calendar
and is in the same situation as any other biil, except for the
provision as to the time when the vote shall be taken.

Mr. FRAZIER. I thank the Senator from Utah for that
explanation.

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr, President, the Senator from
Utah is right. We reconsidered the bill by unanimous con-
sent. It is reconsidered and is before the Senate now; so the
vote will be on the bill itself.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state, for the
information of Senators, that the vote the Senate will take
to-morrow will be on reconsidering the vote by which the
bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time.
That is the parliamentary situation.

DROUGHT RELIEF

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator from
[Iowa Mr. Brooxkuarr] whether he desires to proceed at
this time. If not, I should like to take up the Interior De-
partment appropriation bill.

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, I do not desire to pro-
ceed on the Meyver matter until we come to it. On this mat-
ter I desire to speak for only a few minutes, and I would
rather do so to-morrow than now.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, will the Senator from Utah
yield to me to call up the Senate resolution that went over?

Mr. SMOOT. I will ask the Senator to wait until I get
the appropriation bill up. I ask unanimous consent——

Mr. FRAZIER. Before the Senator from Utah asks
unanimous consent, I think it would be only fair to ask if
any other Senator desires to speak on this matter at this
time.

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. No one responded, and I
thought no one else desired to speak.

Mr. FLETCHER. I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following
Senators answered to their names:

Ashurst Frazier King Shipstead

Barkley George La Follette Shortridge
Bingham Gillett McGill Simmons
Black Glass McKellar Smith
Blaine Glenn McMaster Smoot
Borah Goff MeNary Steiwer
Bratton Goldsborough Metcalf Stephens
Brock Gould Morrison Swanson
Brookhart Hale Morrow Thomas, Idaho
Bulkley Harris Moses Thomas, Okla.
Capper Harrison Norbeck Townsend
Caraway Hastings Norris Trammell
Carey Hatfield Nye Tydings
Connally Hawes Oddie Vandenberg
Copeland Hayden Partridge Wagner
Couzens Hebert Patterson Walcott
Cutting Heflin Pine Walsh, Mass.
Dale Howell Pittman Walsh, Mont,
Davis Johnson Reed Waterman
Deneen Jones Robinson, Ark. Watson

Dill Kean Robinson, Ind. Wheeler
Fess Eendrick Schall Williamson
Fletcher Keyes Sheppard

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ninety-one Senators have
answered to their names. A quorum is present.
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INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS

Mr. SMOOT. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the consideration of H. R. 14675, the bill making
appropriations for the Department of the Interior.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the
request of the Senator from Utah?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, pending the
request I suggest an additional provision, as follows. And
that it be in order to consider upon the bill the following
amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be
stated for the information of the Senate.

The Cuier CLERK. It is proposed to add, at the proper °
place in the bill:

There is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Tre
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of £25,000,000 (in addition to
such sums as may be or may become available through voluntary
contributions) to be expended by the Red Cross for the purpose
of supplying food to persons otherwise unable to procure the same,

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I wish to modify the
amendment so as to insert, following the word * contribu-
tions,” the words “to be immediately available and.”

If the Senator from Michigan will indulge me just a mo-
ment to explain the matter, I think it will not be necessary
to repeat the amendment. I think the Senate under-
stands it.

Yesterday I gave notice that when the agricultural ap-
propriation bill was brought forward the amendment just
read would be offered to that bill, and, if necessary, a mo-
tion to suspend the rules would be made; but upon further
consideration of the matter it seems to me that the amend-
ment had best be incorporated in the bill which has had
some consideration by the Senate, and which the Senator
from Utah is seeking to bring forward now by unanimous
consent.

Frankly, Mr. President, I do not wish to delay or inter-
fere with the consideration of appropriation bills; and I
think the Senate knows that it is my purpose and policy
to facilitate, in every possible way, conclusions respecting
them. But the Senator from Utah is asking unanimous
consent. He is asking to lay aside temporarily the business
which, under the order of the Senate, is before it, and to
proceed to the consideration of the Interior Department
appropriation bill. Now, my request is that the Senate
waive the rule which would, unless suspended, prevent the
consideration of this amendment, in order that the Senate
may express its opinion concerning it.

Senators may just as well take notice of the fact now as
hereafter that this amendment, or some similar amendment,
is going to be considered and voted on in the Senate. It
will be subject to amendment or revision. All I am asking
now is the opportunity to avail myself of the same privilege
and opportunity the Senator from Utah is invoking, in order
to secure action by the Senate on a proposition in which
many Senators are greatly interested. I hope the Senator
from Utah will find himself able to consent to the sugges-
tion, in so far as he is authorized to do so.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I yield.

Mr. McNARY. Yesterday the able Senator gave notice
of a motion to suspend the rules in order that he might offer
to the agricultural appropriation bill the amendment to
which he now addresses himself. I understand that later,
and on this day, he has offered the same proposal to the bill
now sought to be brought to the attention of the Senate.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I am not offering the
amendment. I am asking now an opportunity to have it
considered. That is all I want. If the Senate does not
desire the amendment, it can express itself to that effect.
If this amendment should be incorporated in the bill now
sought to be brought before the Senate by the Senator from
Utah, it would not be necessary to present it in connection
with the agricultural appropriation bill.

Mr. McNARY. I appreciate that thoroughly. I wanted
to know if there were two applications for suspension of the |
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rules, one with reference to the agricultural appropriation
bill and one with reference to the Interior Department
appropriation bill, or whether the Senator has forsaken the
idea of offering the amendment fo the agricultural appro-
priation bill.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I have not forsaken any-
thing. I will say to the Senator from Oregon that unless
this consent is granted, I shall give the same notice with
respect to the Interior Department appropriation bill that
I gave with respect to the agricultural appropriation bill,
and unless this unanimous consent is granted and the Senate
given an opportunity to express itself on the subject, I will
then seek. to suspend the rule and have the amendment
incorporated. If the rules are not suspended and the amend-
ment is not incorporated in the Interior Department ap-
propriation bill, I will present it to the agricultural appro-
priation bill in the way I indicated yesterday.

I have said all I wish to say at this time.

Mr,. SMOOT, Mr, President, I want to say to the Senator
from Arkansas that I have no authority from the Committee
on Appropriations to accept that amendment, and therefore
I will have to object to it at this time.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I am not offering the
amendment now.

Mr. SMOOT. I should have said amendment to my re-
quest. My request is to take up the Interior Department
appropriation bill,

- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The will state that
the request of the Senator from Arkansas is in order.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I am not asking the Senator
from Utah to accept the amendment. I would not do that.
I desire an expression from the Senate on that. I realize
the Senator is entitled to demand that. All I am requesting
is this, while he is asking me to waive a technicality which
would prevent him, without the unanimous consent of this
body, from proceeding with the bill in which he is inter-
ested, to extend the same courtesy to me and waive the
technicality which would prevent me from having an ex-
pression, without extraordinary proceeding, on the amend-
ment I shall propose. The matter will still be left open to
the Senate for discussion and for the acceptance or rejection
of the amendment. All I am asking is that the Senate waive
the technical rule which forbids us from considering such
an amendment as this under the circumstances under which
it is presented. We have done that every day since the
Senate has been in session. We are asked now to waive
the rule or order which forbids the Senate from consid-
ering the Interior Department appropriation bill except by
unanimous consent. I attach to the request of the Senator
from Utah, not a request that my amendment be accepted
but that the rule which forbids its consideration be waived.
It is within the province of the Senate to say whether it
desires to do that.
© Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, with what information I
have, it seems to me it is my duty now to withdraw my
request for the consideration of the bill at this time, and I
therefore withdraw it.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, if I understand the
situation, it appears to me that the request of the Senator
from Arkansas is in order, and that it should be acceded fo.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I thank the Senator from
California.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I do not wish to intrude or to delay
the matter. The Senator from Utah seeks to take up a very
important appropriation bill. I think it should be taken up.
But, for reasons which the Senator from Arkansas has briefly
indicated, but which he could elaborate, he asks that if he
grants consent, and if we all grant consent, to take up the
Interior Department appropriation bill, the Senator may be
permitted to offer a certain amendment to it.

Here we are, supposedly thoughtful men, able to indicate
the points of the compass. What harm can come or be in
suspending the rule which, I understand, precludes the offer-
ing of this particular amendment? We will all express our-
selves hereafter in respect to the merits of the amendment.
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Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. That is right.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. And the Senator does not ask us im-
mediately to do so. I hope, I sincerely hope, that unanimous
consent will be given fo the taking up of the Interior De-
partment approvriation bill, and that unanimous consent
will be given whereby the Senator from Arkansas may offer
his suggested amendment.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I thank the
Senator from California, and he will bear me witness that I
have objected to no request from the Senator from Utah.
He made a request asking every Senator to waive the rules
of the Senate, and I supplemented that by adding a request
that the rules be otherwise waived, not in order that the
Senator might accept the amendment but in order that the
Senate might express itself on the amendment. The Sen-
ator from Utah can take any course he wishes to take.

THE GOLD STANDARD AND THE SILVER SITUATION

Mr. ODDIE. Mr, President, on December 5 I introduced a
bill (S. 4848) to prohibit the importation into the United
States of any article or merchandise from the Union of
Socialist Soviet Republics. The dumping of soviet products
on the world’s markets dislocates trade and accentuates the
maldistribution of gold, increasing international competition
for the metal and intensifying and prolonging world economic
depression and unemployment.

Mr. H. N. Lawrie, formerly economic adviser to the Senate
Commission of Gold and Silver Inquiry, of which I had the
honor to be the chairman, made an address before the New
York section of the American Institute of Mining and Metal-
lurgical Engineers on October 22, 1930, on The Mainte-
nance of the Gold Standard and an address before the
District of Columbia section of the American Institute of
Mining and Metallurgical Engineers on December 18, 1930,
on The Silver Situation. As an outstanding authority on
gold and silver, Mr. Lawrie has made available in these
addresses much valuable information and makes some con-
structive suggestions. He also points out that soviet fiat
currency depreciating in value makes it possible without
resort to convict labor to dump its products on the world’s
markets at artificially low prices, with which other nations
can not compete. Furthermore, Mr. Lawrie shows that
soviet dumping operations constitute an attack on the gold
standard in the Occident and the silver standard in the
Orient.

In view of the importance of the subjects discussed and
the valuable information presented, I ask that these ad-
dresses be printed in the REcorp.

There being no objection, the addresses were ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Appress oF H. N. Lawrig, Ecowomist, oF WasHINGTON, D. C.,

ForMeER EcoNOMIC ADVISER TO THE UNITED STATES SENATE CoM-

MISSION OF GOLD AND SILVER INQUIRY, BEFORE THE NEw YORK

SECTION OF THE AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF MINING AND METAL-
LURGICAL ENGINEERS

THE MAINTENANCE OF THE GOLD STANDARD

From earliest history gold has never ceased to be a problem, and
it will probably continue to become more acute as the demand for
the metal increases with the expanding requirements of credit and
currency to finance world industry and trade. The gold standard
has weathered many serious storms and in the present crisis,
although more complicated than heretofore, adequate safeguards
will be developed for its continuation. The world has greatly
benefited by the gold standard, and the public interest can best
be served by providing for its maintenance.

GOLD-STANDARD ADVANTAGES

The great value of the gold standard lies not so much in its
service as a unit of value but in the safeguards it supplies against
undue inflation and in the principles of sound currency and credit
policies which must be carried into effect in order that a nation
receive the maximum benefit from a strong creditor position in the
world. The gold standard constitutes the best basls for measuring
accurately financial probity and honesty in national business and
the financial progress of nations. No substitute has yet been
found which could better serve the public interest. Discussions of
the question have been frequent since 1921, when postwar defla-
tion began, and so far the consideration of a substitute for the
gold standard has been largely academle.

The fact is that the merits of the gold standard were and still
are so great that the maintenance of the gold standard was assured
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in 1921, and is now not seriously jeopardized by the present dis-
cussion of the prospects of decline in the world's future gold
production.

PRESENT DEPRESSION

The world’s gold production in 1921 was $330,000,000, from which
it declined, despite the major price deflation in that year, to
$319,000,000 in 1922, Since 1922 the production has increased each
year to & maximum of $406,000,000 in 1928. Prior to 1915 the
continually increasing gold production was the cause of alarm,
because to it was attributed rising prices, and the matter of
international control of gold production was discussed as a means
of preventing undue currency and credit inflation. How, there-
fore, could the world’s gold production, which has Increased since
1822, be held in any way accountable for the price declines in 1929
and 19307 It would seem more logical to conclude that had it not
been for the increasing supply of new gold since 1922, the price
recessions which have occurred since would have been still greater.

Causes other than inadequate gold production for recent price
declines must be found. One of the most logical contributory
causes suggested is that goods are not exchanging on a normal
basis, resulting in depriving certain nations of gold which are in
need of it and in supplying an excess of gold to other nations
which would be better off without it. With the exception of
Russia, the foundations of national business are generally sound,
and the present depression and dislocation of gold may be regarded
as temporary. The necessary readjustment of trade and gold dis-
tribution can be greatly expedited by the closer cooperation, the
greater functional coordination, and the more aggressive action of
the central banks of the principal gold-standard countries.

THE GOLD PROBLEM

vVariations which have so far occurred in recent decades in the
annual gold production of the world constitute such infinitesimal
fractions of the world's monetary stock of more than $17,000,000,-
000 that the influence of such variations on prices must be almost
negligible. The gold problem confronting the world to-day does
not therefore arise in the near past or even in the present, but is
largely a question of the adequacy of future gold supplies to meet
the currency and credit requirements, under the sound limita-
tions imposed by the gold standard, of expanding industry and
trade. What are the objectives to be sought and what construe-
tive measures may be adopted to insure the maintenance of the
gold standard? Let us first state the objectives.

GOLD-STANDARD OBJECTIVES

The principal objectives sought through the operation of the
gold standard are as follows:

I. Convertibility of currencies into gold at par within the coun-
tries of origin as well as in the foreign markets so that stability
in domestic and foreign exchanges will be maintained by all coun-
tries.

II. The maintenance of prices at levels which will Insure full
employment without lowering living standards anywhere and on a
more stable basis.

III. A supply of currency and credit at reasonable rates of in-
terest, readily available in every country in sufficient quantities
to finance normally expanding industry and trade. .

IV. To so limit the volumes of currency and credit and thelr
use that great excesses will not be available in any country to
finance overproduction or pure speculation.

In stating these objectives for the geld standard, it is realized
that they constitute ideals to be attained, but the difficulties
should not be regarded as unsurmountable if we are to be success-
ful in perfecting and maintaining the world’s monetary system.
Let us now consider a summary of constructive measures to facili-
tate and improve the operation of the gold standard, to create and
maintain greater stability in prices, and to insure the maintenance
of the gold standard.

CONSTRUCTIVE MEASURES

1, Economies in the monetary use of gold:

1, With a view to greater economy in the use and transportation
of gold and in providing a better distribution of gold at the points
of greatest need, the Bank for International Settlements should
operate—

a. A gold and exchange pool.

b. A credit pool.

c. A securities pool.

2. In countries where the legal percentages of gold required for
deposit liabilities and note covers are higher than necessary to
insure convertibility of currencies into gold at par and to meet
deposit liabilities, these percentages should be lowered, thereby re-
leasing gold for more important functions of international finance.
As in the Federal reserve act, it would be well for penalty charges
to apply should the percentages decline below the new percentages
to be specified so as to prevent abuses which might lead to incon-
vertible currencies and credits and to infiation.

3. The further removal of gold from circulation in countries
where this can be done without causing inflation and the greatest
possible use of silver in effecting settlements, especially in India
and China, thereby conserving gold for monetary use which other-
wise would be hoarded. Silver might well be more generally used
in bank reserves in limited quaniities, thereby further supple-
menting and conserving gold.
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II. Economies in the industrial use of gold:

1. National restrictions imposed upon the use of gold in the
industrial arts.

2. The prevention of currency and credit inflations which, in
artificially increasing outstanding purchasing powers, result in
greatly increasing the consumption of gold in the industrial arts.

3. To the greatest extent possible the elimination of the lathe
in the manufacture of gold articles ard the substitution of hand
labor therefor.

III. Suggestions for increasing gold production:

1. By making avallable capital on reasonable terms so that—

a. The modern dredge, which has been greatly improved, could
be more generally applied to alluvial deposits, many of which could
not be worked profitably with the older types of dredges.

b. Large low-grade guartz deposits could be explored and oper-
ated on the basis of newly developed economies in mining and
milling.

c. Tailings from alluvial and gquartz properties and the lower
grades of ore left in mines from which the richest ore has been
removed, could be treated by the more economical methods result-
ing from mining and metallurgical improvements.

d. The modification or repeal of laws restricting production,
such as the antidébris law of California.

2. By encouraging prospecting not only In the productive areas
but also in those regions which so far have not been well investi-
gated. If the manufacturers of gold would evidence an interest
in assisting to finance the prospecting and development of gold
properties it would be very helpful in increasing the production
of new gold to meet the world's industrial and monetary re-
quirements.

3. With a view to reducing costs of gold proeduction, encourage-
ments should be given to those who perfect improved and less
expensive methods of mining and milling gold ores.

IV. If given a satisfactory trial and these measures to economize
in the monetary and industrial use of gold and in stimulating pro-
duction do not prove sufficiently effective in supplying enough new
gold to meet the increasing requirements of industry and trade,
the Bank for International Settlements could contract with pro-
ducers for gold to be recovered from gold-bearing material that
can not be profitably mined under present economic conditions
at the price of $20.67 per ounce. No more profitable use of the
earnings of the Bank for International Settlements could be
made in the interest of its stockholders. From marginal gold ore
deposits a substantial gold reserve for emergency use could be
accumulated at small additional cost, and this would prove to be
the least expensive and most effective method of averting gold
crises and of maintaining international equilibrium in the opera-
tion of the gold standard.

MONETARY ECONOMIES

A compilation of the net gold, credit, and securities items in the
foreign trade of the United States for the years 1923-1929, in-
clusive, shows a net efflux of gold of $175,000,000, a net gain of
$421,000,000 in credit, and a net eflux of American capital in-
vested in forelgn securlties of $3,592,000,000. (See Table I.)

It will be observed that the volume of securities movement is
many times that of gold and credit combined and indicates not
only that this country has exported a great deal of capital abroad
for the purpose of financing exports but also suggests the possi-
bility of using to the greatest extent security-arbitrage transac-
tions in effecting international settlements,

SECURITIES MOVEMENTS

» Emphasizing the possible future importance of security-arbitrage
transactions, Dr. Ray Hall, of the finance and investment division
of the Department of Commerce, states as follows (Trade Informa-
tion Bulletin No. 698):

“ Once a security, whether American or foreign, is listed both
on our exchange and on one or more foreign exchanges, price
leveling starts almost automatically by arbitrage brokers buying
in the cheap market and selling in the dear market. These trans-
actions occur with nearly every important fluctuation in the price
of the security. At New York they ‘average about 25,000 shares
a day and sometimes reach as high as 200,000 shares a day.
(Magazine of Wall Street, July, 1929.) This volume of trans-
actions would probably involve market values of something like
$750,000,000 a year. Most of these transactions are quickly ‘ washed
out,” but in many cases actual deliveries of securities must be
mad
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“It looks now as if these security-arbitrage transactions might
sometime become the foremost settling item in America’s inter-
national accounts, coming before even gold shipments and ‘ changes
in international bank accounts.’ Every year sees additional for-
eign listings on our stock exchanges and additional American
listings on foreign stock exchanges. This development makes
possible a growing volume of security arbitrage. A fluctuation of
one-fourth of 1 per cent in foreign exchange rates may cause
(or prevent) a great volume of dealings by security arbitrageurs,
whereas so slight a fluctuation may not move gold; thus current
international indebtedness tends to be reduced or settled by
security arbitrage before an impending gold movement gets
started. There is certainly a tendency, even now, for the direc-
tlons of security movements and of gold movements to coincide.”

In effecting international settlements the transfer of gold coin
or bullion is more expensive and difficult to effect and causes
more disturbance in the international monetary system than does
the transfer of credit, and, in turn, credit is more difficult and!
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less desirable to transfer than are securities. To facilitate the
exc of securities as a basis for effecting international settle-
ments they should be listed on as many of the world's exchanges
as possible. The Bank for International Settlements could per-
form a most constructive service by supplementing the gold pool
by operating credit and securities pools with a view of still further
facilitating the exchange of credits and securities between nations
and thus lessen substantially the demands for gold.
GOLD-EXCHANGE ECONOMIES

Since 1925 many nations in returning to the gold basis were
compelled to adopt the gold-exchange standard. The use of
foréign exchange as a part of the firm cover reserve effected a
great economy in the use of gold. Transactions with such nations
involving the transfer of foreign exchange could be greatly facili-
tated if the Bank for International Settlements were to include
foreign exchange under the administration of its gold pool, thereby
effecting still further economies in the use of gold.

EROADER FUNCTIONS OF THE BANK FOR INTERNATIONAL SETTLEMENTS

The question as to whether the Bank for International Settle-
ments has the authority under its charter to establish and operate
foreign exchange, credit, and securities pools is well answered by
Hon. George P. Auld, accountant general of the Reparation Com-
mission, in an article published by the National Forelgn Trade
Council, from which the following is quoted:

“The objects of the bank, as stated in its charter, are ‘to
promote the cooperation of central banks and to provide addi-
tional facilifies for international financial operations; and to act
as trustee or agent in regard to international financial settlements
intrusted to it under agreements with the parties concerned.’
*+ ¢ * T{ is apparent from the report of the Young committee
‘and subsequent expressions by individual members of it that they
had a certain vision of a wide ultimate usefulness of the bank in
the international centralization of reserves, the creation of a gold
settlement fund, the development of world trade, and the stabili-
zation of prices. * * * to the broader aspects of the
bank’s purposes and powers, we find that they include, in particu-
lar, the right to receive deposits from central banks and others
and make deposits with central banks, fo grant loans to or borrow
from central banks on security, to discount or rediscount short-
term obligations of prime liguidity, to make investments in nego-
tiable securities, to buy and sell gold and exchange, and hold gold
in custody for central banks.”

In order to expedite readjustments in the distribution of gold,
credits, and securities in providing greater equilibrium in the
world's economic system, the Bank for International Settlements
should act promptly in creating and operating credit and securi-
ties pools.

INDUSTRIAL CONSUMPTION EXPANDS

During the year of maximum inflation, 1920, the consumption
of gold in the industrial arts in the United States reached the
peak of over $82,000,000, an amount in excess of domestic pro-
duction of over $31,000,000. In that year the industrial arts con-
sumed not only 51,000,000 of newly produced gold and $28,000,000
in gold resulting from the melting of scrap, but also nearly
£3,000,000 of the monetary gold stock of the United States. The
industrial consumption in 1926 amounted to over $74,000,000 and
only $5,000,000 of the $48,000,000 of newly produced gold in that
year were available for monetary use. For the decade ending in
1920, after crediting the manufacturers with gold derived from
scrap returned to the mint for refining, the amount of newl
produced gold avallable for monetary use averaged annually on1¥
12.5 million dollars. (See Table IL.)

DOMESTIC FRODUCTION DECLINES

The production of gold in the United States of over $101,000,000
was reached in 1915, and from this record point, as costs of pro-
duction ascended to the peak of inflation in 1920, declined to
$51,000,000. Realizing that the industrial consumption was ex-
panding as production was declining, leaving less gold available
for monetary use and with the gold covers of the Federal reserve
note and deposit liabilities of the Federal Reserve Bank declining
to the minimums specified in the Federal reserve act, a legisla-
tive campaign was inaugurated in 1919 to remedy the situation.

A bill making an equitable adjustment was Introduced in Con-
gress providing that the industrial consumers pay to the producers
of new gold in the United States 50 cents a pennyweight more
than the mint price. As costs of production were far higher in
1919 and 1920 than 50 per cent above the 1913 level, this proposi-
tion was extremely fair to the industrial consumers, but it was
realized that costs in the not distant future would decline and
hence the amount was accepted by the producers as a minimum
basis for keeping the industry alive during the crisis and thereby
conserving the gold ore resources of the Nation.

ORE RESERVES WASTED

The deflation of 1921 began while this bill was being considered,
and some of the gold producers were of the opinion that the oper-
ation of economic law had come to their rescue and that 1913
costs of production were then in sight and the industry would be
restored to its normal basis. Under such circumstances action
on the bill was not pressed.

Pre-war costs of production did not return as expected, and many
mines which were being temporarily operated at a loss in antici-
pation of legislative relief were shut down, allowed to fill with
water, timbers to rot, and ore to cave, and consequently the
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Nation lost permanently a very substantial tonnage of its gold-ore
reserve. Had this relief bill passed our gold-ore reserves would
have been conserved and extended, production would have in-
creased to a level commensurate with the Nation's position and
prestige in the financial world, and the gold-mining industry to-
day would be in a healthy condition and able to contribute a
much greater amount of newly produced gold to the world's mone-
tary stock. As it is, the production of gold in the United States
declined in 1929 to less than $44,000,000, with indications pointing
to still lower levels in the future.

INDUSTRIAL RESTRICTIONS

The Director of the Mint, Hon. Robert J. Grant, in an article
(Engineering and Mining Journal, February 8, 1930) on the gold
situation in 1829, made the following statement: “ It would not
be surprising, however, if before many years steps are taken
looking to the restriction of the amount of gold allowed to go
into the arts.”

There is no valid reason why humanity should suffer through
the impaired operation of the gold standard by reducing mone-
tary stocks to supply gold at pre-war prices to the manufacturers
of articles largely for luxury consumption. Why should not the
gold manufacturing industry stand on its own feet with all
other industries and either produce its own gold or contract with
producers for gold at prices which would justify continued opera-
tions? Governmental restrictions might become necessary, as the
Director of the Mint indicates. However, it would be desirable
and fair, before the adoption of such restrictions, to give the
manufacturers an opportunity independently to provide for their
own raw material, integrating production with fabrication, as
have some of the principal copper producers done in order to
protect and improve their economic position. Should the manu-
facturers of gold enter the field of production it would prove
very helpful in expanding the world's gold output to meet indus-
trial and monetary requirements.

INDUSTRIAL ECONOMIES

When the demand for gold articles was increasing so rapidly
in 1919 and 1920 the manufacturers employed the lathe on a
greater scale to speed up production. In using the lathe larger
specimens of gold must be used than when worked by hand labor.
It was explained at the time that it was cheaper to use more gold
than to employ additional labor. Since it has become necessary
to economize gold in the monetary system, there is again no valid
reason why the lathe should not be replaced by hand labor, con-
serving gold in the industrial arts and giving employment to more
artisans at a time when the need for reducing unemployment is a
national problem.

THE ACCELERATION OF PRODUCTION

During the past decade, when gold mining was generally un-
profitable, some of the 1 gold companies trans-
ferred their activities to the mining of tin, and the dredge 1s
reported to have undergone some remarkable improvements, re-
sulting in increased metal recoveries and reduced operating costs.
Consequently, the modern dredge under favorable conditions
could be operated profitably to-day on material which 10 years
ago would not pay. Because of the economic pressure economies
in mining and milling low-grade gold ores have been developed
which, if applied more generally to other deposits of similar char-
acter, would add considerably to the world’s gold output, as such
operations to be successful necessarily must be conducted on a
large tonnage basis. With a view to reducing costs of gold pro-
duction, encouragements should be given to those who perfect
improved and less expensive methods of mining and milling gold
ares.

That ample capital and labor are now available on favorable
terms to undertake new gold developments is emphasized in an
editorial in the Engineering and Mining Journal of October 9,
1830, from which the following is quoted:

“Not in many decades have conditions been so propitious as
they now are for intensive prospecting and development of gold-
mining properties—for the production of the yellow metal on an
increasing scale. Commodity prices are low. Labor is abundant.
Highly efficient equipment is to be had at short notice and at a
reasonable cost. Bank deposits have shown a steady increase this
year, indicating the avallability for investment of money at low
rates. The favorable credit terms now obtaining are not likely to
change in the near future.”

It will, however, require initiative and enterprise to put new
capital and labor to work. Regions which so far have not been
well investigated should be included in any prospecting program
with the older camps and better-known gold centers. The greater
use of the airplane in observation and photographic mapping
should expedite prospecting and geological reconnaissance work,
especially in the remote regions. The best geological, mining, and
metallurgical talent should be employed to direct such operations,
as the available deposits will in large part be marginal in character
and will require the pgreatest accuracy and experience to insure
success. Then, too, there are some new discoveries to light
all the time which are sufficiently high grade to attract capital.
A reasonable activity along these lines should result in increasing
world production by 1935 to such an extent as at least to offset
the extensive declines in Transvaal production forecast to com-
mence in that year. (See Table III.)

BALVAGE OPERATIONS

Some of the gold mines which have been shut down in recent

years from which the high-grade ores have been extracted may be
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in condition for reopening, retimbering, and otherwise available
for the removal of the lower grades of ore which they still contain.
The tailings from some milling operations in which cyanide is
used as a solvent might pay to rework by more economical methods.
The tailings from some placer operations might well be prospected
to determine whether improved methods of handling the material
would not be profitable. There is,a large yardage of “ pay dirt"
in California tied up by an antidumping act. This law and any
other restrictions of a similar character which obstruct gold op-
erations should be promptly modified or repealed. Humanity's
interests can be served best by maintaining the gold standard
unimpaired, and the gold standard needs more newly produced
old.
¥ FURTHER PRECAUTIONS

If given a satisfactory trial and these measures to economize in
the monetary and industrial use of gold and in stimulating pro-
duction do not prove sufficiently effective in supplying enough
new gold to meet the increasing requirements of industry and
trade, the Bank for International Settlements could contract with
producers for gold to be recovered from gold-bearing material
that can not be profitably mined under present economic condi-
tions at the price of $20.67 per ounce. No more profitable use of
the earnings of the Bank for International Settlements could be
made In the interest of its stockholders. From marginal gold ore
deposits a substantial gold reserve for emergency use could be
accumulated at small additional cost, and this would prove to be
the least expensive and most effective method of averting gold
crises and of maintaining international equilibrium in the opera-
tion oif the gold standard.

SOVIET CURRENCY SYSTEM

The Soviet Government’s currency system is unique, in that it
is a pegged currency in all relations with foreign countries, all
exchange transactions being under strict Government control. As
a result, while the State Bank publishes regularly statements of
the gold and other * firm cover ” in the reserve, there is no Indi-
cation given of the source from which increases are derived and,
indeed, there is no assurance that the reserve exists.

Under normal circumstances, the increases in the volume of cur-
rency by continually larger issues of Treasury notes for which
there is no direct backing, would inevitably tend, with only small
increases in gold cover, to depreciate the currency to continually
lower levels, approaching zero as a limit. With free traffic in
Soviet rubles prevented, however, the Soviet Government has been
able so far to maintain the value of the ruble at a par established
by its own edict.

The fact is that the foreign currency reserve has actually little
or no practical connection with the issue of currency, which is
measured at the will of the Government. The inevitable result
of this policy is a continuous increase in prices, even under the
system of rationing and controlled rates mow in force. As the
figures for the purchasing power of the chervonetz are based,
since October 1, 1929, on the controlled prices of socialized trade
only, there is no indication of what its purchasing value would
be in a free market. There is no free market in Russia, and
even in the controlled market, the chervonetz is worth no more
than one-half of its nominal value,

GOLD VALUE OF THE RUBLE

The currency in actual circulation in Russia consists of bank
notes, treasury notes and subsidiary coin. Of the total bank notes
issued a “ firm cover” of at least 25 per cent is carried In the
reserves. " Firm cover” is comprised principally of gold coin
and bars, other precious metals (platinum and silver), forelgn
currency and drafts in foreign currency. No “firm cover " or
other direct backing is required against the issue of treasury
notes or subsidiary coin. Economic Survey, the official publica-
tion of the Soviet State Bank, gives the data for currency in cir-
- culation and “firm cover" which, on August 1, 1930, amounted
to 3,860,000,000 and 539,000,000 rubles, respectively, indicating a
“ firm cover " of 14 per cent. As the gold par of the ruble is 51.46
cents, the ruble based on 14 per cent of “firm cover ” would be
worth about 7.2 gold cents. (See Table IV.)

Bank notes and treasury notes emitted by the Soviet Govern-
ment are in larger amounts than the figures used above for
currency in actual circulation., Had, therefore, the estimated
value of the ruble been based on the actual emissions of notes,
the value would be considerably less. Another liberality in this
estimate lies in the fact that treasury notes on August 1, 1930,
amounted to 1,533,000,000 of the total currency in actual circula-
tion of 3,860,000,000 rubles, or nearly 40 per cent and 75 per cent
of the total bank notes in circulation and treasury notes have no
direct backing. The estimated value of the soviet ruble on
August 1, 1830, of 7.2 gold cents is, therefore, extremely liberal.
The amount of bank notes in circulation increased in the 10
months from October 1, 1928, to August 1, 1930, from 1,428,000,000
to 2,054,000,000 rubles, or 43.8 per cent. The amount of treasury
notes for the same period increased from 983,000,000 to 1,533,-
000,000 rubles, or 56 per cent. Since August 1, 1930, the amounts
of bank notes and treasury notes emitted and in circulation have
materially increased and the former ratio limiting the volume of
treasury notes to 75 per cent of the volume of bank notes issued
has been raised to a ratio of 1:1, and the bank statement of
September 16, 1930, shows equal amounts of both. These note
expansions, particularly that of the treasury-note issue since
August 1, 1930, have still further reduced the gold value of the
soviet ruble.
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SOVIET DUMPING

Under such unsound currency policies and delusive practices,
products exported by the Soviet Government can be assumed to
cost only a fraction of their nominal value; in fact, the Soviet
Government actually pays nothing for its goods, since it issues
at will the currency with which they are purchased, wages paid,
transportation covered, etec. The Soviet Government makes no
answer to this argument, since under its system it is simply a
logical deduction.

SOVIET WHEAT

The cost of producing wheat in Russia is estimated by authori-
ties to be 1.24 rubles per bushel. On the basis of the most liberal
estimate of value of the ruble on August 1, 1930, of 72 gold
cents, the cost of producing a bushel of wheat in Russia would
be 8.9 gold cents. Ocean freight from Black Sea ports to Atlantic
ports in Canada is not in excess of 15 gold cents per bushel. The
1830 tariff on wheat imported into the United States is 42 cents
per bushel. From these estimated amounts soviet wheat could
be exported to the American market for 659 gold cents per
bushel, leaving a considerable margin of gold profit at current
market prices. Wheat spot firm No. 2 hard winter, f. 0. b. New
York, was quoted on October 20, 1930, at 80.1 cents per bushel.
On the basis of this quotation, a profit of at least 24.2 gold cents
would be made, which could either be kept here to pay for soviet
propaganda or returned to Russia, where it could be used for the
emission of a flock of paper rubles. This is, indeed, a vicious
circle in which inconvertible currency issued at will by the Sovist
Government is the principal instrument used. While the soviet
can dump wheat here at a profit, it can make a greater profit by
selling to near-by countries where the cost of transportation is
much less, and thus replace American wheat in the European
market.

SOVIET DUMPING WORLD-WIDE

The Soviet Government is dumping wheat and many more prod-
ucts into the markets of many countries., France had just har-
vested a corn crop when the soviet dumped wheat into that
country, destroying the corn market, and then, it is reported,
communists tried to spread discontent among the corn growers.
France has adopted a licensing system for soviet imports and
undoubtedly will vigorously enforce it. Canada has recently de-
clared an embargo on soviet coal, and many other nations will
have to follow by adopting some protective measures to safeguard
their industries from such unfair competition.

If the soviet wants to experiment with unique and unsound
economic theories, let that government confine the experiment
within its own borders. The Soviet Government is violating the
gold standard and its dumping program in many countries is
dislocating trade and complicating an already serious situation.
The very foundation of international finance is being undermined
and the maintenance of the gold standard greatly menaced by the
Soviet Government's external dumping operations, and the only
remedy is complete economic isolation. The cost of foreign trade
with Russia is too great if we consider the further dislocations of
trade and gold resulting from the soviet dumping program. The
program outlined in this report for eflecting economies in the
monetary and industrial use of gold and for increasing gold pro-
duction will prove ineffective at best if the soviet industrialization
program, coupled with inconvertible currency, is permitted to
wreck industries in all countries, lower prices still further, lower
standards of living, and increase the already large army of the
unemployed.

PROMPT ACTION NECESSARY

Action by this Government must be prompt and decisive. Many
other nations are walting for the United States to assume the
initiative and will join in establishing a wall of economic safety
s0 that the soviet will no longer be able to extend its unsound
and spurious economic policies beyond its borders at the expense
of humanity in general.

TasrLe I.—Net gold, credit, and securities items in the foreign trade
of the United States! 1923-1929

(In millions of dollars)

e
Year Gold? | Credit? tiag |

=205 +3 =430

—216 <4216 —-733

+102 —61 —560

=72 43359 —i40

G o i PR —695

+&2 - —708

—120 +130 —386

—175 “+421 —=3,592

I Compiled by H N, Lawrie, from table on paze 65—Bulletin No. 603, by Ray
Hall, U, 8. Department of Commerce.

: Gold shipped or earmarked (net),

Change in net debt of American banks to foreigners.

{Net increase in iong-term foreign ‘nvestments in the United States, minus net
increass in American long-term iqva_slments abroad (par value) from which bood
discounts and underwriters commissions have been deducted.

P.us itoms are those ‘or which foreign countries have made payment to this coun-

ng ad;d minus items are those for which the United States has made payment
abroad.




2224

TasLe II.—Industrial gold consumption exceeds production in the
United States' 1920-1929 .

(In thousands of dollars)

A B A-B c B-C
Total Total Excess New gold
ar TUnited United United | New gold | available
Btates con- | States pro- | States con- | consumed | for mone-
sumption | doction | sumption | in United | tary use
inarts |from mines| over pro- | States arts | in United
duction tes
1 | SRS e Sl $82, 215 $51, 187 $31, 028 §54, 010 -5,
50, 674 50, 067 607 23, 050 +27, 017
50, 806 48, 840 10, 857 36,322 +12 547
69, 22 51, 734 17, 558 40,013 +11,721
65, 888 52, 217 13,611 37,013 14, 364
65, 954 49, 860 16, 004 36, 162 -+13, 698
T4, 834 48, 270 26, 064 43, 268 <5, 002
59,319 45, 419 13,900 32,858 +12, 561
59, 081 48, 165 12,916 31, 570 +14, 595
150,404 43,990 15,414 127,373 -+16, 617
64, 597 48, 782 15, 815 36, 254 +12, 528

11, 8. Mint figures to the nearest thousand.
! Estimated by H. N. Lawrie.

TasLe III.—Forecast estimates of world’s gold production, non-
monetary demand, and deficits of new monetary gold to provide
33 per cent cover if notes and sight liabilities increase 3 per
cent per annum and if no economy in the use of gold is
effected, 1930-19401*

(In millions of dollars)

Increments| Deficit of
togold | new mone-
reserves | tary gold
required | to provide

Esti- Non- Avwail- | to provide | 33 per cent
mated | oo | able for |33 percent| cover if
Year gold tary mone- | cover for | notesa
Pro- | gemand ® tary 3 per cent | sight lia-
duction purposes | average bilities
increase i
in notes | 3 percent
and sight per
liabilities | annum
404 180 | 24 253 -9
402 182 20 260 =40
410 154 226 269 —43
407 186 21 bl =55
403 188 215 285 -=70
398 150 208 294 —86
307 192 206 302 -9
392 194 198 3 -—113
384 166 188 32 =133
30 198 172 330 —158
370 200 170 340 =170

1 Compiled by H. N. Lawrie from Table II, page 16, Interim Report of Gold Dele-
gation of the Finaneial Committes of the League of Nations.

1 On the assumption that the nonmonetary demand for gold increases at the rate
of 1 per cent per annum.

TasrLe 1V.—Soviet currency in actual circulation, firm cover, and
estimated gold velue of ruble! October 1, 1927, to August 1,

1930
(In millions of rubles)

A B c D
Total
Percent- | Gold

mﬁ Firm | ageol | valueo!

circuls- cover firm ruble *

tion ? cover ¢ | in cent:
1,628.3 208,95 16. 5 849
1,970.8 279. 52 4.2 7.31
2,042.2 369. 19 14.0 7.2
2,833.6 395, 58 14.0 7.20
2,872.6 397.39 13.8 7.10
2,773.0 388, 16 14.0 7.2
2,686.8 353,74 14.2 7.81
2,803.8 388, 95 13.9 7.15
2,876.1] 3014 13.6 7.00
3, 8.5 413.75 13.6 7.00
3,155.9 427,70 13.5 6.95
34546 | 478.20 13.8 7.10
3,860.2 | 530.32 14.0 7.20
1 Compiled and computed by H. N, Lawrie, from Tahllea III and IV, p.13,

"
-
-

Economic Survey, State Bank of the U. B. 8. R. August, 1930,
: wv. Total currency in actual circulation includes bank notes, Treasury notes
and su coin.
~ 1 Tahble III, Firm cover includes principally gold in coin and bars, other precious
metals (platinam and silver), foreign currency and drafts in foreign currency.
¢+ Items in column B di by corresponding items in eolumn A.
# Items in column Cmnl&lp!.h;hymblepidpwdm.ﬁm
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ADDRESS ON THE SILVER SrruaTtioN, BY H. N. Lawrie, EcoNomisT,
WasHINGTON, D. C., AND ForRMERLY EcoNOMIC ADVISER TO THE
SENATE CoMMISSION OF GOLD AND SILVER INQUIRY, BEFORE THE
WASHINGTON SECTION OF THE AMERICAN INSTITUTE oF MINING AND
METALLURGICAL ENGINEERS ON DECEMBER 18, 1930

Abyssinia and China are now the only remaining monetary
strongholds of silver. The Occident is on a gold basis. India in
1926 adopted the gold bullion standard and Indo-China early in
1930 demonetized silver, thereby reducing the monetary demand
for silver in the Orient and materially Increasing the burden on
the gold standard to supply an ever-expanding need for currency
and credit. The effect of these changes in oriental monetary
policies has been rendered more acute because of the dislocation
of monetary gold reserves, which has been accentuated by soviet
dumping operations. Furthermore, the gold standard is con-
fronted with the prospect of a declining world gold production,
which makes more necessary that silver should carry an ever-
increasing rather than a di share of the monetary burden
of the world's credit and currency requirements.

GEOGRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION

America produces over 85 per cent and consumes about 15 per
cent of the world's total silver. The world's silver production in
1928 amounted to 257,000,000 ounces, of which Mexico contributed
42 per cent, the United States 23 per cent, Canada 9 per cent,
Peru 9 per cent, Australia 4 per cent, India 3 per cent, and other
countries 10 per cent. Countries outside of America, principally
China and India, consume 85 per cent of the world's production.

SILVER DEPRESSION

Half of the world's population in the Occident with substantial
gold reserves is largely dependent on the normal functioning of
the gold standard, while the other half in the Orient, with its
large silver reserves, is as greatly dependent for its prosperity on
the value of silver. When the average price of silver in 1929 of
53.3 cents declined to a new low of 30.75 cents per ounce on
December 30, 1930, a decline of more than 22 cents per ounce, or
423 per cent, the potential purchasing power of half of the
world’s population was seriously depreciated. That this marked
decline in the price of silver has contributed materially to lower-
ing world commodity prices and to the present economic depres-
sion there can be no doubt. It is, therefore, important to deter-
mine the causes for this heavy decline in the price of silver and
to provide a remedy if the problems involved in the present world-
wide economic depression are to be solved. Let us examine some
of the principal causes for the decline in the price of silver.

COINAGE DEBASEMENT

The price of silver early in 1920 reached a high point of $1.40
per ounce, and at that price it was profitable to melt the silver
currencies then in circulation and to sell the recovered bullion.
This is one of the most serious factors, undermining the mone-
tary position of silver and causing so extensive a decline in the
price of the white metal. In addition to an increasing output of
newly mined silver, the world has had to absorb tons of metal
resulting from the debasement of silver currencies or their com-
plete displacement by coinages of other metals, such as aluminum,
nickel, and copper. When these surplus amounts of bullion re-
covered from debased or demonetized silver coinages were marketed
in the centers where the greatest demands existed, in India and
China, the effect was more rapidly to limit the capacities of these
countries to absorb silver.

Great Britain in 1920 reduced the fineness of her silver coinage
from 925 to 500 fine, thereby dumping tons of metal on the
already weak markets of Bombay and Shanghai. Mexico in Sep-
tember, 1921, reduced the weight and fineness of her “ peso fuerte "
and of her fractional currency, and the tons of silver released re-
duced the price of silver, creating unemployment in her own sil-
ver mines, and all for a slight seigniorage profit. Indo-China, a
French empire, adopted the gold bullion standard early in 1930
and sold a large quantity of silver piasters on the market in a
very short time, contributing to the extent and rapidity of the
decline in the price of silver. These are but a few of the instances
where debasement of silver coinage adversely affected the market.

The silver policy of India since 1926, when the gold bullion
standard was adopted, has resulted in the sale of about 83,000,000
ounces by the Government. The prospect of large silver sales
from the Government reserve, estimated at 412,000,000 ounces, of
which at least one-half is for sale, has had a most serious and
depressing effect on the market. The cal influence of
impending sales has at times been more damaging than the sales
themselves, and right now this “Sword of Damocles” hangs
heavily over silver prices.

INDIA'S WEALTH SHRINKS

The total number of rupees coined in India from 1835 to 1922
was 6,475,000,000, which at 165 grains of fine silver per rupee
amounts to about 2,226,000,000 fine ounces. There has been prac-
tically no silver coined since 1922. Prior to 1835 large quantities
of silver coins were put into circulation and the above figures
also exclude a large coinage of half-rupee coins. Taking these
oolm.gu into account and the net silver imports into India for
private account, it is conservatively estimated that the silver re-
serves in India amount to no less than 5,000,000,000 ounces, repre-
senting more than one-third of the world's output since the dis«
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covery of America. About one-half of the total reserve was minted
into coins, of which 1,200,000,000 1-rupee coins, or about 16 per
cent, are now held in Government reserves, the 84 per
cent being in circulation or hoarding. ‘The 2,500,000,000 ounces
which can not be accounted for by minting are in the form of
hoarded jewelry or bars.

The silver reserves of India, 5,000,000,000 ounces, were in 1929,
at 53.3 cents per ounce, worth $2,665,000,000, and were on Decem-
ber 30, 1930, at 30.75 cents per ounce, worth only $1,537,600,000,
& decline of over £1,000,000,000, When the wealth of a country
rapidly shrinks over 42 per cent in value the extent of its effect
on the present world depression can be better appreciated.

INDIA'S ABSORPTIVE CAPACITY

Another adverse effect of the high war and postwar prices of
silver was the destruction of a large amount of the rupee coinage
of India. It pays to melt rupee coins and to sell the recovered
bullion when the price of silver exceeds 110 rupees per 100 tolas;
and regardless of a law prohibiting the destruction of coin, it is
estimated that some 200,000,000 ounces of silver bullion reached
the Indian market from this source. While this silver did not
leave India, it had the effect of limiting the absorptive capacity
of that country, thus contributing to the weakness of the silver
market in subsequent years.

The Indian authorities at the time of the marked decline in the
price of silver early in 1930 imposed an import duty of about 9
cents an ounce on the white metal. Some experts, under the
depressed conditions, voiced the opinion that this duty would re-
sult in stopping imports altogether. This forecast was supported
further by the fact that the Indian Government had a consider-
able quantity of silver which it desired to sell on the protected
market. The net imports of silver into India in the first eight
months of 1930 amounted to 71,772,700 ounces, compared with
50,391,800 ounces during the whole of 1929. Therefore, contrary
to forecasts, India has absorbed more silver under the duty than
for the period when silver was on the free list.

INDIA STILL HOARDS SILVER

Furthermore, there are some experts who anticipated that low
prices would bring silver out of hoarding. This prediction was
based on the silver which was being sent from the up-country
districts to Bombay. This silver was in the form of rupee coins
which have a value of 1s. 6d., or 36 gold cents, which can be ex-
changed for more than an ounce of silver at present price levels,
or three times as much bullion as is contained (about one-third
of an ounce) in the rupee. The farmers, therefore, are obtaining
much more silver by the exchange of rupee coins for bullion,
and this demonstrates an increasing up-country demand for sil-
ver and not a desire to dispose of silver at low prices. The fore-
cast that India would dump silver at present low price levels is,
therefore, erroneous.

CHINA'S WEALTH SHRINKS

The silver reserves of China are estimated at 3,000,000,000
ounces, of which over 1,000,000,000 ounces was the net import of
silver for the 30 years 1801-1930, and the remainder was brought
into the country during the 300 preceding years. An authority on
Chinese ¢ , E. Eann (Finance and Commerce, June 18,
1930), estimated that the mintage of silver dollars and subsidiary
coins since 1891 has a face value of about $2,200,000,000, which, at
the rate of 374 grains of fine silver to the dollar, would amount to
about 1,700,000,000 fine ounces. The same authority estimates a
visible supply of silver in sycee of about 200,000,000 ounces. For-
eign silver coins, which formerly had a large circulation in China,
such as the Mexican, British, and Saigen dollars, are now being
rapidly eliminated, so that 100,000,000 ounces would probably be a
close estimate of their silver content. This makes a total of
2,000,000,000 ounces accounted for and 1,000,000,000 ounces still
hoarded in the form of jewelry or bullion.

The silver reserves of China of 2,000,000,000 ounces were worth
$1,599,000,000 in 1920, when the average price of silver was 53.3
cents per fine ounce, and on December 30, 1930, when the price
dro to 30.75 cents per ounce, were worth only $922,500,000, a
d e of $677,000,000, or over 42 per cent. Undoubtedly, this rapid
shrinkage of China's wealth has contributed in no small degree
to the present economic depression. It is in the broad interest
of the Occident as well as of the Orient to expedite, if possible,
the return of China's wealth and potential purchasing power to a
more normal condition.

CHINESE CURRENCY

Btocks of silver at Shanghal increased from 107,800,000 ounces
on January 1, 1928, to 147,200,000 ounces on January 1, 1929, to
182,400,000 ounces on January 1, 1930, and to 217,800,000 ounces
on October 25, 1930. Civil war in China, made more intensive by
the soviet, not only has lessened the country's productive capacity
and retarded or prevented the movement of commodities from the
interior to the treaty ports where they could be exported but also
has made the outlying districts, or up-country, so unsafe that the
people have been compelled to bring silver to the Shanghai banks,
where better protection was afforded.

In lieu of the sllver being removed from circulation and con-
centrated in the bank reserves in the treaty ports, large volumes of
paper currency were issued, principally by Chinese banks. Not-
withstanding the large silver reserves in Shanghal, there iz not
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enough to supply one-half of the silver legally required as a back-
ing for these notes Furthermore, subsidiary silver currency has
become greatly depreciated through its debasement and its lack
of uniform welght and fineness. To complicate business further,
gh.e rates at which different coins circulate change from day to
ay.
REFORMS NOW POSSIBLE

With the successful drives made against the red rebels recently
by General Chiang-Eai-Shek, it is reported that conditions even in
the remote sections of China have again been restored to safety so
that silver coin could now be distributed generally throughout the
country without uridue risk, The new mint has been completed
and is in readiness to operate. Under these circumstances nothing
would be more helpful to silver than a large minting of silver
coins of high silver content and minting accuracy principally of
the smaller denominations of 10 and 20 cent pieces, to be generally
circulated in the remote districts. This would result in the decen-

of the sllver reserves of Shanghal and China would again
enter the silver market as an active buyer.

It would, therefore, be an error to assume that China has too
much sllver or that silver will be brought out of hoarding at
present low prices. With civil war at an end, with transportation
restored to normal conditions, with currency reform, and a refund-
ing of national debts, China's productive capacity will greatly
increase, her export position strengthen, and her capacity to absorb
silver will be substantially increased. In such reforms China
should be accorded the sympathetic consideration of other nations
and supported by the extension of additional loans in her war
against the soviet menace if the Orient is to contribute its full
share to the solution of the present world depression.

CURRENCY POLICY CHANGES

No one will question the desirability of improving the silver sit-
uation, thereby elevating the standard of living of half of the
world’'s population and restoring more normal conditions of inter-
national trade. There are a number of constructive things which
might be done fo relieve the present acute situation. The rate of
18 pence adopted for rupee exchange In 1926 has proven very bur-
densome to India to maintain, and silver has been sold to develop
gold credits to meet these obligations. Under such circumstances
it would be helpful if the rupee gold parity were to be substan-
tially reduced in the not distant future. Such a change in policy
would make less , or perhaps unnecessary, the sale of
large quantities of silver on the present greatly depressed market.
The lifting of the duty on the importation of silver into India
would also prove beneficial.

Great Britain also has much to gain through a reminting of her
silver coinage on the former basis of 925 fine. The effect of this
would be to improve the sllver situation, increase the power of
India to absorb cotton goods, and lessen the number of unemployed
cotton-mill workers in England.

Mezxico might well consider the reminting of silver coinage on
the weight and fineness of the old * peso fuerte,” foregoing a
seigniorage profif, but alding in maintaining operation of her
silver mines with additional tax revenues. Mexico could then also
1ift the embargoes on the importation of silver coins and the
exportation of gold, which constitute artificial barriers to the
return of more normal conditions.

Now that the coinage of piasters has been largely sold by Indo-
China, the Chinese embargo on the importation of silver coins and
the exportation of gold could be lifted with excellent effect.

In order to meet an acute situation in India during the World
War, Great Britain came to the United States, the only country
able to supply the demand from monetary silver reserves, and nego-
tiated a purchase of the metals, copper and silver, contained in
850,000,000 dollar pieces. The silver contained in some 260,000,000
dollar pleces, In accordance with the provisions of the Pittman
Act, was delivered to the British Government, and the crisis in
India was met. This illustrates the importance of holding large
silver reserves in this country, immediately available to meet world
emergencies.

There is now an unparalleled international competition for gold
and a real need for more gold under the present dislocation of
reserves, accentuated by Soviet dumping operations. The gold in
this country is, under our flexible banking system, doing an
increasing amount of the world’s financing, as well as our own,
and the criticism that much of the large gold reserve in the
United States is sterile s not well founded. Nevertheless, this
country, by increasing its silver reserves and expanding its silver-
currency circulation, could contract correspondingly its gold-certifi-
cate circulation and release this gold for more constructive use in
aiding foreign currency reforms and thereby assist in the mainte-
nance of the gold standard. The enlarged silver reserves, as in
the case of the last war, might again contribute to national
security, and if the United States were now to enter the market
on a substantial basis it would react very favorably on the price
of silver,

BIMETALLISM NO SOLUTION

Buggestions have been made that a definite price for silver be
internationally adopted, establishing a fixed silver-to-gold ratio.
When a figure of so many cents per ounce is suggested, & con-
troversy arises as to whether it would be too low under certain
economic conditions to sustain production on a scale commen-
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surate with the need or, on the other hand, would be so high
under other economic conditions as to result in overproduction.
Both conditions would be undesirable and the opposition to bi-
metallism would be so great as to prevent its acceptance.

ASSOCIATED METALS

Silver is an important source of revenue in the production of
other metals. Silver bearing ores from which 91 per cent (data
from Economic Paper No. 10, United States Bureau of Mines) of
the world's silver is produced, also yield 85 per cent of the world's
gold, 69 per cent of the world's lead, 66 per cent of the world's cop-
per, and 46 per cent of the world's zinc production. The metals
produced annually from these ores are valued at over a billion
dollars, of which silver contributes over a hundred million dollars,
or 10,4 per cent. This complex relationship of silver and other
metals indicates how intimately it is associated with them in an
economic sense.

SILVER PRICES TUNECONOMIC

The price of silver enters into the production of gold, copper,
lead and zinc. A high price for the white metal, other conditions
being the same, would without any increase in the demand largely
stimulate the productlon of copper, lead and zine, with which it
is associated. On the other hand, increasing demands or high
prices for copper, lead, and zinc would stimulate silver production
even though the demand or price for silver had not increased, or
may even have decreased. The law of supply and demand, there-
fore, does not operate in the cases of silver, copper, lead, or zine
as it does with commodities which constitute the only source of
revenue to the respective industries producing them. This fact
not only justifies but makes necessary the adoption of a price
adjustment for silver which would refiect the supply and demand
for copper, lead, and zinc.

BASE-METAL BURDENS

Silver prices at present low levels, If continued over a consid-
erable period, undoubtedly will lessen the production of copper,
lead, and zinc, resulting ultimately in increasing ntly the
prices of these metals. Since copper, lead, and ¢ are generally
used in the world's economy it is undesirable that their price
levels should be ralsed in order to make up for the deficiency re-
sulting from extremely low silver price levels. It would seem
more constructive to adopt some plan to restore silver to more
normal price levels, so that it would not be necessary permanently
to elevate the prices of copper, lead, and zinc.

SCIENTIFIC PRICE ADJUSTMENT

It has become necessary in the present crisis to consider an im-
proved international status for silver with greater price stability.
A scientific plan would be the adoption of an arbitrary price of
say 50 cents per ounce to be readjusted every month by dividing
it by the composite copper, lead, and zinc price index, based on
the composite base-metal price average for the years 1022, 1923,
and 1924 equaling 100. The years 1922, 1923, and 1924, because
they represent a period of stability in the prices of the non-
ferrous metals, have been accepted and generally used as a basis
for determining metal price indezes in the years since 1924. The
price of silver under such a plan would vary from month to
month and would rise above 50 cents per ounce when the com-
posite average copper-lead-zinc price declined below 9 cents per
composite pound, and vice versa.

The result would be to stabilize revenues to copper, lead, zine,
and silver operators and thereby tend to stabilize the production
of these metals, With greater uniformity in the monthly produc-
tion of silver, copper, lead, and zinc would come greater stability
in their prices. Bince the silver to gold ratio would vary from
month to month and on a basis that only the economic situation
could determine, this proposal differs materially from bimetalism.
A fixed price for silver or bimetalism would accentuate the difii-
culties with which not only silver but also copper, lead, and zinc
are now confronted, and instead of tending to stabilize the prices
of all of these metals would, in fact, create greater instability
than now exists,

GREATER PRICE STABILITY

Actual New York monthly average silver prices and silver prices
based on 50 cents per fine ounce, adjusted to composite monthly
indexes for copper, lead, and zinc, combined on the basls of the
average price of copper, lead, and zinc for the years 1922, 1923,
and 1924 (9 cents per composite pound=100), are.presented in
Table ITI. It will be noted that during the period 1925-1930, in-
clusive, actual monthly average silver prices fluctuated from the
high price of 71.570 cents per ounce in September, 1925, to 82.635
cents per ounce in December, 1930, a difference of nearly 39 cents,
while the monthly average silver prices adjusted to the base-metal
indexes vary from a maximum of 71.736 cents per ounce to a mini-
mum of 40486 cents per ofince, a difference of only 31 cents.
Eliminating the eccentric year of 1930 from the period the maxi-
mum variation of actual monthly average silver prices was 23
cents per ounce and of silver prices adjusted to the base-metal
indexes was less than 16 cents per ounce, In both instances the
variation of silver prices adjusted to the base-metal index was
less than the varlation of actual silver prices recorded.

Had this plan been in effect in 1925 the adjustment in the price
of silver from month to month would undoubtedly have operated
to stabilize the prices of silver, copper, lead, and zinec, and the
price variations would, therefore, have been much less. If the
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plan had been in operation the production of copper, lead, and

zinc in 1928 and 1929 would probably have been less, and conse-

quently, the production of silver would also have been less, re-

lieving to a considerable degree the pressure on the silver market

in absorbing the record world’s outputs of silver in 1928 and

:vghaigt'e whigl:l resulted in still further depressing the price of the
metal.

INCREASED MONETARY DEMANDS

There is no question that the rapidly declining price for silver
has rendered the metal almost if not entirely unsuitable for bank
reserves, greatly diminishing the monetary demands for the metal.
A higher price for silver during periods of world depression would
be a great ald In maintaining an active oriental trade, thus sta-
bilizing international trade. Greater stability in the price of silver
is also an important monetary and trade conslderation. If this
proposal were adopted, an increased demand for silver for use in
bank reserves would develop. Furthermore, under this proposal,
the price of silver could never go so high as to make profitable
the melting of silver coinages, even if minted on the old high
standards of fineness, and consequently, silver currencies in cir-
culation would be protected and one of the most serious obstacles
to the monetary use of silver would be removed.

SERIOUS CONSEQUENCES

Should discussion of this proposal to readjust the price of silver
be favorable, this country might well assume the initiative in
corresponding with the principal countries affected. There is no
necessity for a time-consuming international conference, but such
a correspondence to obtain the views and cooperation of other
nations might well result in quickly establishing a scientific world
silver reform which would greatly aid in reestablishing more nor-
mal international trade and assist in strengthening and main-
taining the gold standard by lessening the strain on gold and
in meeting most effectively the soviet attacks in Africa and the
Orient. Unless prompt action is taken to determine a solution
of the silver problem and to establish economic isolation for
Soviet Russla, the communistic efforts, through dumping com-
modities produced by convict, forced, or Indentured labor or
by fiat currency to undermine the gold and silver standards,
the foundations of the world's currency and financial systems,
will result in still more serious consequences, of prolonged and
more intense economic depression and further world-wide unems-
ployment.

TasLe 1.—Monthly average prices of copper, lead, and zinc!
(Cents per pound)

COPPER
Month 1025 1026 1027 1028 1029 1630
17. 775
17.775
17.775
15. 621
12. 756
12.049
11.023
10. 603
10.310
0. 507
10.113
10. 300
LEAD
January. 10.160 | 9.255| 7.577 | 6.500 | @6.650 8.250
Febroary.cooeeooceaeoceao__.| 9.428( 0.154 | 7.420| 6.320| 6.853 6. 236
March. 8.014 | 8.886 | 7.577 | 6.000 | 7.450 5. 862
A 8005 | 7.971 | 7.1286 | 6.100 | 7.187 5. 537
May 7.985 | 7.751 | 6.616| 6.123| 7.000 5.5
June_ 8.321 | 8.033 | 6.414) 6.300| 7.000 5. 410
B e e i 8.151 | 8.400 | 6.344 | 6.220 | 6.804 5. 250
Augnst. 9.102 | 8008 | 6.681 | 6.248 | 6.750 5. 458
i B.786 | 6.207| 0.450 | 6.800 5. 500
B.402| 6.250 | 6.500 | 6.873 5. 151
8.005| 6259 | 6.380 | 6.285 5.100
7.855 | 6.504 | 6.495| 6.2350 | 5.100
ZINC
Januoary. 7.733| B804 | 6.601 | 5643 | 6.350 5229
February 7.480 | 7.739 | 6.673 | 6. 551 | 6.350 5.180
March. 7.319| 7.332| 6.092| 5.624| 6.483 493
April 6.085| 7.001| 6.338 | 5750 | G658 4.843
May --| 6.951| 6.821 | 6.075| 6.026| 6.018 4,641
June 6.000 | 7.112| 6.213 | 6.158 | 6.686 4.441
July 7.208 | 7.411 6.220 | 6.201 6. 766 4.350
A e R ] 7.578 | 7.370 | 6.342 | 6.240 | 6.800 4. 360
s v el S e Dl el St 7.753 | 7.413| 6.212] 6.250 | 6.709 4.270
October_ 8.232| 7.206| 5906 | 6.250 | 6.740 4.050
November. .. .. .. 8.614 | 7.199 | 5.745| 6.263 | 6.242 4. 256
b 7.018| 5722 | 6.340 | 5066 4.009

! Engineering and Mining Journal prices of copper and lead at New York, zino
at St. Loais,

Compiled by II. N, Lawrle.
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TasLe II.—Composite monthly price index of average combined
, lead, and =zinc, based on average combined

prices of copper,
prices for 1922, 1923, eand 1924, 9 cents per pound=100

Month 1925 1926 1927 1928 192¢ 1930
AV e = O e e 116.2 | 100.8 96.3 | 100.6 108.3
Fehrua!:'y 2 - 114.5 09.2 05.2| 114.6 108.1
T T e R R ST A 100.6 | 1013 043 130.3 105.1
April 106, 2 7.3 95.71 123.6 96.3
May... 104.3 03.7 97.61 116.3 84.9
YT e e e e S Pl e e 1067 92.6 9.9 1165 8.1
July._ .- 110. 5 9.0 99.8 | 1161 76.4
Anguost___ 112.8 96.3 | 100.1| 116.0 76.1
September N2.1| 943 | 10L.6| 116.5 74.4
October. . 100. 5 93.3 | 108.5| 116.3 69.7
it i el ST A ) e ae 121 | 106,6| 93.8| 105.3| 1122 721
ber.__ 117.6 | 104.4 96.3 | 106.3| 110.0 72.2
Compiled and computed by H. N. Lawrie.
TasrLE II1.—-Actual silver prices?!
(Cents per fine ounce)
Month 1925 1925 1927 1928 1929 1930

67. 795 | 55,795 | 57.135 | 57.019 | 45000

66. 773 | 57.808 | 57.016 | 50.210 | 43.193

65. 880 | 55,306 | 57.245 | 56.346 | 41654

4. 400 | 56.300 | 57.305 | 55.668 | 42.423

65,075 | 56.230 | 60.298 | 54.125 | 40.736

65.481 | 56,760 | 60,019 | 52.415 | 34.595

04.703 | 56,360 | 59.215 | 52.510 | 34.348

62.380 | 54.718 | 59,880 | 52. 570 | 85.182

80, 580 | 53,445 | 57.530 | 51,042 | 86.315

54,5056 | 56.085 | 58.087 | 40.913 | 35 846

54,141 | 57.474 | 57.953 | 49.615 | 35. 008
53.480 | 57.957 | 57.335 | 48.475 | 32,635

Engineering and Mining Journal, New York silver prices.
Silver prices, based on 50 cents per fine ounce prior to 1925, and
adjusted to composite monthly base metal index (Table II)
(Cents per fine ounce)

Month | 1025 °| 19026 | 1927 | 1028 | 1920 | 1930

January 41,301 | 43.029 | 49.603 | 51.921 | 45.620 | 46168
T i e S e e 43.020 | 43, 668 | 50,403 | 52. 521 | 43.630 253
MapehZ s fe i R g Ll ] 44643 | 45620 | 49.358 | 53.022 | 38.373 | 47.574
April ____| 47.801 | 47.081 | 51387 | 52247 | 40.486 | 51.921
ay 47.710 | 47.939 | 53.362 | 51.230 | 42092 | 58.803
A= Y e R | 47.037 | 46.860 | 53.906 | 50.050 | 42.918 | 61.652
July 46.083 | 45.240 | 53.763 | 50.100 | 43.066 | 65.445
August. | 43.178 | 44.326 | 51.921 | 40.050 | 43.103 | 65,703
T P o R 42,662 | 44.603 | 53.022 | 40.702 | 42.018 | 67.204
tob 42,052 | 45602 | 53.501 | 48.300 | 42.902 | 71.738
November - s S 41.288 | 46.904 | 53.305 | 47.483 | 44.563 | 69.348
3 e L L 42 517 | 47.893 | 51.921 | 47.037 | 45.455 | 69.252

Compiled and computed by H. N. Lawrie.
WITHDRAWAL OF PUBLIC LANDS

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, I have three letters from
the Secretary of the Interior to the President, one dated
December 18, 1928, another December 10, 1929, and a third
December 9, 1930, each transmitting a report of withdrawals
of public lands made during the year to which it relates.
I ask unanimous consent that the letters and the reports
be printed in the REcorb. -

There being no objection, the letters and reports were
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR,
Washington, December 18, 1928.
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE.

Bir: The act of Congress entitled “An act to authorize the Presi-
dent of the United States to make withdrawals of public lands in
certain cases,” approved June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. 847), provides,
among other th that the Secretary of the Interior shall re-
port all such withdrawals to Congress at the beginning of its next
regular session after the date of the withdrawal.

In compliance with the requirements of the statute I have the
honor to inclose herewith copy of a letter from the Cémmissioner
of the General Land Office dated December 15, 1928, transmitting
sr:apfr: of the withdrawals and restorations contemplated by the

ute.

Very truly yours, Roy O. WesT.
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
GENERAL LAND OFFICE,
Washington, December 15, 1928.
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.

Sie: Under section 8, act of June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. 847), the
Secretary of the Interior is required fo report to Congress all with-
drawals made under sald act at the beginning of its next regular
session after the date of withdrawal. To that end I transmit a
report, In sextuple, showing the withdrawals and restorations
made under said act through this office, including those made
on recommendation of the Director of the Geological Survey,
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during the period beginning December 1, 1927, and ending No-
vember 30, 1928. The report also shows areas embraced in out-
standing withdrawals at the latter date.

Very respectfully, Wrtiam SprY, Commissioner.

Withdrawals and restorations under act of June 25, 1910 (36 Stat.

847), during period December 1, 1927, to November 30, 1928,
inclusive
Out-
Outstand- | Period Dec. 1. 1927, |  DRE
ing with- to Nov. 30, 1928 with-
State and class of action i s
Dec. 1,1927| With- Nov.
Ih- | Restored 30,
Alabama: Acres Acres Acres Acres
Aid legislation 575 575
Classifieation .- ..o L. __
1B eI et e LB U R L LR
i 5 L e 2,440 2,440
Recreational purposes. . ...ccemooe--- 1,625 1,625
L el e I ESRRET E 120 120
Total. . 0 e 4,760
Alaska:
Administrative sites ... 70 70
Agricultural experiment station._- - | 40 280 320
Biologlcal SUrvVeyY e emccoeee e ceeeeee 480 480
Burean of fisheries_ _. * 160 160
Classifieation.....----. 230, 006 230, 006
Cemetery purposes. . ... 10 10
Military reservation..._ 3 3
Lighthouse. ... -cecvue- 640 840
National-park purposes. . 2,480 2,480
Power sites_ - . ... 93, 415 93,415
Road commission. ... L 1 BRSO IR S 2
Tanakee Hot Springs® oo oo ] e e UGN e s
Town-5ite PUIPOSeS.--ccccaccmsanan- 420 114 L P
Total 327,726 3 5 327, 586
Arizona:
Administrative sites. .. cooeeeeeee 684 684
Aid of legistation. . _...- 2, 560 | 2, 560
Army airplane field 401 . 40
Agricultural experiment station_.... 10,651 |.... 10, 651
Classdfieation /- o ol e 104, 127 104,127
Coak e 139, 415
Mineral _____.__ 8, 507
National Guard rifle range 400
National park.._.. 67
Pending resurve 63, 274
Petrolenm. ... §2, 495
Public park 15, 080
Power sites 433, 034
Publie watets.. - o L. i 20, 230
Etock driveways Y 320, 450
Total. 1, 170, 616 60, 299 10,900 | 1,220,015
Arkansas:
Classifieathon. ... .. . . 400 400
rowersites= - e 2,84 ) . 360 21,994
Total __
California:
Aid of legislation_ . ... .o.o....

Afr mail beacon sites and landing

ey, L N e
.émmpu.sln;:wn depot,

am purposes..
Classifieation____ . _.
o AR Ll STt Sy
Forest administrative sites.

Harbor development. ... e 3
I};igla&t;ouse .......... %1 8 8
ending resurvey- ..-.--cepemceeca- 15 13, 091 12, 024
Petroleum 1,178,302 | .. 1,178,392
Potash_____ 90, iz S 90, 638
ey e g S e S A e bl - b g I 290, 656
FProtect hot s rings 320 320 .
Public waters 167, 406 20, 200 8 187, 638
Beservalr sites: . ..o omoe it 1, 160 920 2,030
Town-site purposes_ .. ..cceceeeeee-. L0 e e e 120 .
Total .- -.| 2,435.666 | 21,520 | 14,866 | 2, 442,320
Colorado:
Administrative sites___.___.__...._.. 302 = a2
Aid of legislation 16, 493 16, 493
573,178 573,178
180200 Lo .o 37,863 | 4,142,338
ash o
Petroleum...._.____ pAT ) f S 218, 997
Pending resurvey... ' 322, 577 | 125, 550 36, 988 411,139
Powerslhes: oo ool L 225,769 160 225, 641
Proposed monument [ A )
Poblic waters .ol 2, i 5
Reservolr sites. - ool 100480 Lo s 102, 460
Total. 5, 686, 610 | 128, 222 75,011 | 5 739, 821
Fmac?j:ustmmt itahl
A ta ts_.
Adminlstrntie\«qeusiu\s et 5% %
Classification 3. Y
Dot
Do__.. 202 222
Naval purposes 4 =i
Pending legislation i 168
Phospleate-=c==— e oD T T o8, 641 | D 10T 1,50 67,121
Total = 69,871 | ... .. | L5620 68, 351

Footnotes at end of table,
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Withdrawals and restorations under act of June 25, 1910 (36 Stat.

847), during period December 1, 1927, to November 30, 1928, 847), during period December 1, 1927, to November 30, 1928,
inclusive—Continued inclusive—Continued
Period Dee. 1, 1027,| Out- Period Dee. 1, 1027,| Out-
?utswtg::!:l- to Nov, 30, 1928 stgwx;ding Outstand- | to Nov. 30, 1028 | standing
State and class of action 5 ol il State and class of action ity ith-
Dec.1,1927) With- Nov. 30, Dec. 1,1927| With- Nov.
drawn | Bestored | 9002 dran | Restored ‘;;’283%

Idaho: Acres Acres Acres | Acres Oregon: Acres- Acres | Aere A
Administrative sites. ... -eeaeee- 2353 sl 2,448 | Administrative sites... . _......... N sty
Aid of legislation. ..o.ccmmecemeeanan- 55, 140 |ooeoeeans 3,300 51,840 Aid of legislation 27,921 160 27, 761
Classification 80, 628 80, 628 Classification. . _.......__._.....___| 1,348 462 4,380 | 1,344, 082
Tl I O F A NS e el 4,761 4, 761 Coal. 4, 361 4, 361
Experimental station____-.... 28, 427 28, 427 Lookout station e V| R 40
National Guard rifle range. .. 2 Pending resurvey....co oo 6,200 |...... 6, 200
PHOSpRAtE. oo e sateees 852,864 | 632, 864 Power sltas 382,179 243 3,444 | §BOB
Powersltes o i caiiaaei 201, 694 201, 604 FPublic 20, 801 680 oI 21, 481
Public waters.... 13,345 560 13,905 Mﬂmﬂ or bird refuge *. %

Reservolrsites. .coecoem e eeeeee] 26, 40 26, 240 Reservoirsites. .o 18, 603 18, 603
Total. .. 1,005, 771 636 | 3,300 | 1,063,127 Total. 1,800,334 905 | 7,984 | 1,802,345

Louisiana: Bouth Dakota:

Aid of legislation 105 105 Administrative sites.. 32 321
Petrolenm. ... oeeme e amameseaassl 466, 990 468, 990 Aid of legislation____ a7, 560 37,240
Protect water supp 480 |... 480

Total... 467, 095 467, 095 Public waters 240 240

l\diil:l'lils:i ; legislation ¢ Total. 88,601 |.ooeooaac 320 38,281

Aid o on A
Do. 1,028 ALl 1,08 | Utah:
Classification 3,871 3,871 Administrative sites. ... .ocoeeeeao 360 " 360
Power sites 1, 240 1, 40 Aid of Jegislation. ......eeeaeeameeea- 3,201 260 3,401
P MONUMeNt - eeeceemeae 7, 347 7,847 Adjust claims 4
Classification 12,370 30,199 42, 569
Total 9,615 3,871 13, 456 Coal.. 8,975,353 3,975,353
BRI e | 7,100 |._ 7,100

Minnesota: National-monument purposes....... 160 e 160
Aid of legislation - 26, 800 26, 800 Natjonal-park purposes 6,400 6,400 12,800
Classifieation 373 373 vaval oil shale. ... 91, 464 01, 464
Power sites 12,300 12,309 Pending resurvey.. , 289 23,112 27,177
Regulate level Lake of the Woods... 11,402 11, 402 Petroleum.. 550 , 550

Phosphate_ 301, M5 301, 45
011D e e e e e s 24, 084 26, 800 50, 854 Power sites 441,304 441,304
hﬁsmippi classification 1 * S L Publiowators. o e 34,288 1,735 80 85, 41
H Reservoirs + 26,040 26, 040
onta
Mmmistmtive St 6,326 326 Total 5,035,822 | 88,534 | 23,192 | 5,951,164
cultaral fleld station .meeeeeeae-feoaoo. 200 > 200

A d of legislation 1,134 1,134 | Washington:
Classification - o ooeoeees A | e e 236, 270 Administrativesites. _...___._______ 170 170
C 7, 835, 574 10,223 | 7,816, 351 Aid of legislation 82 82
Forest administrative sites. ..----- 752 752 Classification 627
Petrolenm 1,344,640 | 1,344, 640 Coal.. 692, 607 692, 607
Phosphate. 79, e 279, 004 Fish-culture purposes. «oeeeeeeneeee- 10 10
Power sites. 121,772 121,773 Power sites 08, 094 08, 094
Public waters 8,056 230 8,330 Public waters 920 020
Reservoir sites 9,080 Reacryolr sites. ool 86, 327 36,327
&‘;‘zﬁm 15, 713 Resurvey. 5,840 5,810
Total 835, 577 835, 577

Total 480 19, 223 | 9,848, 581

W m%n!s

Nebraska: trativesites _______________ 1,200 74 1,274
Administrative sites. - -oeemcemeeame-| 39 30 fhﬁl ;f;ﬁﬂ’;g:" 851, gg 320 851, ig
PONNCIIN <ot errrerne L it ga}émc;uon. e — 1 | p a1

Total anad S0 lzrghr?ﬁ}'f?._-- o] 20,200 [T |G| T 200
culture.

Nevada: Game refuge 1,516
Administrative sites____ . oceeeeeaae- 534 534 [7 Al Tan
Aid oflegilation....______ . 8,700 85,760 | Kiational Guard rifle Fangs. i 10
Atr mﬂ beacon sites and landing fo 0 Pending resurvey 200,138 | T1224507| 545,617
Clasification 20,080 o e Doy | “oor. 20
Coal. .. 8,60 83,603 PawerRites: T e gy e T g33 | 80,325
sy it g 125,724 125,724 Bt i . o
;mh - i g' % % :g Reservoir sites. .. ccameececeeee | 18,734 118,734

OWer " (]

At ] tioe Total . 6,016,808 | 210,082 | 132, 428 | 6,10, 462
Well-drilling FeServes.....ooomemm -, 80 80 Grand total.eeeeoooeeeeemooo.._| 55,967,238 | 729,611 | 887,230 |66. 109, 610

Total 402, 214 1,700 408, 914

RECAPITULATION BY CLASSES
N iminiirativo sites 20 =
Ve e

CMrpmhm landing field. T g K188, ;ﬁ i?ﬂmmdaimﬂs“ SRS, ool 2, 085 2R 3, 7% o
g ust equitable R e e 500 500
E!'ﬁerlmﬂntnl station oo oo | 102,872 192,872 - o t station_ ... 10, 851 450 11,131
pUrposes 62,480 52,480 | Aid of on 1,656,263 | 27,400 1, 683, 663
National Guard tsrget Faiges....-... 620 620 | i mail beacon sites and landing felds.| 3,360 3,360
National-monument purposes. 82,330 2, 560 84,800 | Air mail station 120 120
Pending resurvey . --eemmmmmmmmmmnnn 368,286 | 224,408 | 07,502 | 495,192 | Army field. 40 0
Potash. 7,418, 437 7,418,437 | Biological survey.... 480 480
PO e 61,449 61,440 | Byrean of Fisheries 160 180
Public waters 9, 811 9,811 | Camp-site purposes 20 ¥ 20
jon 757 070 690 137
Total 18,300,832 | 227,058 | 97,502 [13, 420,708 | Sumtecy purposssr oot 2 “ % So0 At
Coal 20, 524,071 |- - --...- 57,086 |30, 466, 985

North Dakota: Elk refuge. _ 26,219 | 18,150 1,400 | 42,060
Coal... 6,102, 488 6,192, 480 | Experimental station 192,012 .| 192012
Petrolenm 84,804 84,8 | Fish-culture p 410 410
Reservolr sites. o anraanen 478 478 | Forest administrative sites. 879 |- 870

Game refuge. 1,516 1,516
Total 8, 217, 558 6, 277,858 | Harbor development 3 3
Helium... 7,100 7,100

Footnotes at end of table. Footnotes at end of table,
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Withdrawals and restorations under act of June 25, 1910 (36 Stat.
847), during period December 1, 1927, to November 30, 1928,
inclusive—Continued

RECAPITULATION BY cLAssEs—continued

Period Dec. 1,1927,| Out-
Outstand- | to Nov. 30, 1028 | standing
State and class of action i g e
Dec. 1,1927| With- aatoredl Nov. 30,
drawn R 1928
Islands in eoastal waters {Alabama. Acres Acres Acres Acres
Florida, Mississippi), ete.i- -
Landing ﬁeld for P e VIR S 631
Lighthouse purposes e 048
Lool sm.ion_. 40
Mineral 5‘}:'s_ g
Military porposes. . ool
anionnlpguard target range. o oooeeee-e- 1, 500
gagonn%-moﬁument purposes. ... ﬁk g‘lig
ational-park PUrPOSeS. .. vecenmmmemn=-n
E“:JI oil shale. . 135,324
aval purposes . __.__
ammunition depof. - ccoeceacaa-- 125,724
gﬂus:'l{a]e]eg' lati ios
@ ng icslation
Pending reslirvey . coeecmcemscacananscsos 1, 565, 839
Petroleum. 5,404, 042
Phosphate_ 9,243,120
Potash__ 7, 548, 497
Power sites 2,407,376
7,087
480
prings. . - 320
Puhlic land on mainland (Alabama,

Florida, Mimimippi}.eu:.' .......... O i |y =
Public park. 080 S 15,080
Public water reserves. . . ...----o-i.-i.-| 363,417 29, 380 118 | 392,679
Recreational or bird refuge .............. j - S 1,625
Regulate level Lake of the Woods.--..-- 11,402 11, 402
Reservoir sltes. Lo i h e R e e 337,902 920 338, 822
Road ¢ 12 2
Btock driw,ways ........................ 820,450 320,450

Sheep experimental stations . oo 4,123 44,123
Tanakee Hot Springs ! e,
Town-site purposes 50 114 534 120
Well-drilling reserves....ccececeaecmaau-- 120 120
Grand total 55,767,238 | 729,611 | 387,230 |56,100, 619
1L All islands be!nnxh{gato the United Btates in the coastal w:
2 All publie lands of United States on the mainland wlthjn 3 miles of the coast.
t£00 sqnare feet.
1 Area undetermined.
! Revoked.

' All islands belonging to the United States in the coastal waters; area unknown.

Respectfully submitted.
Wirram Sery, Commissioner.
THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR,
Washington, December 10, 1929,

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE.

S8m: The act of Congress entitled “An act to authorize the
President of the United States to make withdrawals of pubiic
lands in certain cases,” approved June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. 847), pro-
vides, among other things, that the Secretary of the Interior shall
report all such withdrawals to Congress at the beginning of its
next regular session after the date of the withdrawal.

In compliance with the requirements of the statute I have the
honor to inclose herewith copy of a letter from the Commissioner
of the General Land Office, dated December 9, 1929, transmitting
report of the withdrawals and restorations contemplated by the
statute.

Very truly yours,
Ray Lyman WILBUR.
Withdrawals and restorations under act of June 25, 1910 (36 Stat.

&§47), during period December 1, 1928, to November 30, 1929,
inclusive

Out- Period Dec. 1,1028,| Out-
standing to Nov. 30, 1928 | standing
State and class of action b o
Dec. 1, With- Nov. 80,
1928° | drawn |Bestored| "o
Alabama: Acres Acres Acres Acres

Add Jegistation. o oo {4 | W CISE MR, LR RE | 575

Classifiention ¥ - oo it o St e st
Dot _

9 Do e 2,;4?2 2,440

ecreational pUrposSes. - -eeemeeeeen-- 1, 625

o R BT A 120 > 120

Total. 4,760 4, 760

laska:

Administrative sites.__________._... 70 : 70

- 1cultulral experiment station. ... gg 320

ological survey . ... 480

Bmﬂ“;l Fisheries. . . 160 1680

Classification _- 230, 006 20, 006

Footnotes at end of table, =

Withdrawals and restorations under act of June 25, 1910 (368 Stat.
847), during period December 1, 1928, to November 30, 1929,
inclusive—Continued

Out- Period Dec. 1,1928,| Out-

standing to Nov. 30, 1929 | standing
State and class of action d';:t‘]:n g"r:'ﬁn
Dee. 1, With- Nov. 30,
1928 | drawn |Bestored| yesq
Alaska—Continued. Acres Acres Acres Acres
Cemetery purposes. .- =---==-===| [ It MR LR S 10
Military reservations_. ! 3 3
i e 2,450 e
ati - 2,480
Power stt-g:.r ........................ 8, 415 03,415
Protect water supply and marine
station 20 20
Road ssion. 12 12
Tanakee Hot Birings:coiliz o 0]
Total 327, 586 r ot PO 327, 606
684
2,560
40
10, 651
104, 127
139,415
8,507
400
a7
63,274
92,403
Public park 15, 080 15, 080
Power sites-- RE R e A A o LR 433,034 | __ . .. 15 433,019
Public 20, 230 320 45 20, 105
Btock driveways. . .ceuceceeeceanann- 320,450 320,450
Total 1,220,015 320 460 | 1,219,875
Arkansas:
Classifieation_ e 400 4,601 5,001
Pending resurvey. 3, 520 3, 520
Power sites 21,94 o 21,994
Total. 2,3 L5 b A, 30, 515
i o .
idlegislation. . . ..o . . y 2
Air mail beacon sites and landing g
fleld 2,680 | 2,650
Camp-site pUrpOSeS. ... coecaoceeoe > e d - 20
Classification 54,647 | 302, 2717 356, 92¢
________________________________ 7,603 | ... 17, 603
Forest administrative s.ir.es ......... B 1 ) BECEE 1,199
Harbor dev 3
Lighthouse. ... . . i . .. 8 8
National-monument purposes... 14, 324 14,324
Pending resurvey 86, 233
Pebroleum = L S st 1,178, 392
Fotash 90, 638
Power sites. 1,805 288 R51
Protect hot springs___.______________ 320 .. 320
* Public waters 187, 688 600 188, 238
2,080 2,080
120 120
891, 410 1,805 | 2,831,925
Colorado:
Administrative sites. - .. coeeooeeeeo. 302 302
Aid legislation. .. _.___ u 16, 463 16, 493
Classification.. .. | 5717 573,178
Cuiald Tl S Qo (e e A 4,142,333 4,142,333
National-monument purposes....... i3 123 1
Naval oil shale 43, 860 43, 850
......... 07 218,
2041 | e R | 204t
Proj 320 320
Poblicwaters_ . o o il 5,028 1,520 6, 543
Resarvolesiten, . o =1 102, 460 102, 460
Total 5,730,821 | 157,628 | 5,210 | 5,892,139
Florids ustment table righ 500
e - ek
Ag]m mﬁmmﬂﬂﬁ_.._-“_-._ 40 %
Classification ?
Dol - P O
- 1:]11 ® 222 22
aval purposes. . . ..o .. .. ...
Pending legisiation 468 468
Phosphate._ 67,121 67,121
68, 351 68, 351
Idaho:
2,448
51,840
80, 623
4, 761
2 427
652, 864
38 201, 656
952 14, 857
1 SR R e e 26, 240 26, 240
Total. 1, 083, 127 952 88 | 1,064, 041

Footootes at end of table,
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Withdrawals and restorations under act of June 25, 1910 (36 Stat.

847), during period December 1, 1928, to November 30, 1929, 847), durin December 192
inclusive—Continued incl):mve—Ooy nm' e R Nl
Out- Period Dec. 1, 1828,| Out- Period
stalidﬁug to Nov. 30, 1929 | standing mon?itﬂxg to Nogegi,lil;g?' sln?n!:[%ng
State and class of action fodaeit ‘mg;! Stals and caws of action d‘::tv]:;t d;‘::%h
Dee. 1, With- Nov. 30, -
1928 drawn | Restored | yg5g Dl?ésl' d‘:-!:g}n Restored N%m,
Louisiana: Acres Bouth Dakota: Aer
Aid legislation..... 105 Administrative sites. .. ............. d':1‘.21 o Af .ef.- Aausﬂl
Petroleum. .. 466, 990 %m lsgislntti:ra ......... 37,240 12,010 25, 230
rotect water supply.
Total. 467, 085 Publiz wat.ers...l??‘_lfir ................ 2?6 g
-
Michigan:
e e Lot O LSty S0 TRAETES (Rl iSO Total . 38,281 .. 12,010 26,271
Do 4 1,028 L 028 | Utah:
3.871 .. 3,871 Administrative sites__.
B I e e ) 1,240 Aid legislation_._______
Proposed monument. . ..o:cococean- (A, TR SRS LR 7,347 Adjust elai
Total.... T T s T i S s e
Miznesota Rt i
: at -monument purposes.
Aid ] ation 20.800 | o 49 751 Nat 2 urposes
Classifieation. .~ " _7__ 373 o x&“u?f‘ﬂl‘;%ﬂfe’i.._-_._'"“"
Foweraltent, L ool AU LSl AR0R Sl e I 12, 309 Pending resurvey . _
Regulate level Lake of the Woods___ 11,402 | mmaisl 11,402 Petroleum......_..
Phiosphate_ _

Taotal Pu i
Mississippi: Classification 12 m‘t‘;ﬁ': 13:&}51__
Moatans: Reservolr sites. . ..ocoveeoeeeeee
Administrative sites_________...._... - | e LD e 6, 326 Total . _
i diwomﬂwml fleld station. ; % 00 o N o g i g P Y W b A1
3 o S A e, 1 1,134 | Washington:
Classification.___ 270 _ 236, 270 Administrative sites
2 RGNS R S ey T -l 7,818, 351 --| 7,818, 351 Aid legislation_
Forest administrative sites_._....... i - 752 cm"‘%.,mnn """
Pending resurvey - ey M LB ol
elroleum . o oo 1344, 640 | ... 1, 344, 640 Fish-culture & 4
Phosphate. 279,904 | ... 27, 504 Tookout statlon. e e
Power sites. ... .ccoeeecnan 127,772 393 128, 165 Power sites
Public w 8,336 80 416 Public waters
ghespmaxk sites 080 0_;“& Reservoir sites. _
i o
Well ] S
b e A S G e
Total 934 | Wisconsin: Classification
Nebraska: W :
Administrative sites. _ _...ooeseeeeos 30 o 39 | Wyoming:
Administrative sites H o 1,274
Pomdm-_ 761 o 761 i‘}dmkgf]:ttnign--"* s SN TR T e et 851, 7
r on 120
Total. L O 800 Classifieation - . —-ooooooooooooon S
Nevada: Coal.. —eea] 2,260, 084
Administrative sites. ..o G D e M By Lt ] Elk refuge 42, 069
Aid legislation. . .. oo 85,760 | ______ 83, 760 Fish calture 400
Air mail beacon sites and landing Game re 1,518
" b T L LA LS R 680 e 680 Landi 471
Classifieation. .- ociciacioniooais 29, 080 6, 400 35, 480 National G 160
18 BL008 ] oSt 83, 603 Pendi R
Classification (game reserve) . ._....|occeeooeooo 30,508 | e 30, 508 Petrol 1,122,083
O Shiale> kbt me a2 123 123 Phosphate. . 691, 289
Navy ammunition depot............ 125,724 . | 125,74 Power site 80, 325
National-monument purposes. 150,438 | oo s 150, 422 264, 808 12,059 252,749
ding 80, 025 3,520 640 82, 005
Potash 118, 734 118,734
Power sites___ -
Publie waters 6,103,462 | 411, 580 12,819 | 6, 502, 232
ell-drilling reser 5
56, 109, 619 3, 201, 619 46, 520 rsﬂ.m.m
Total .2|_ 403.914 | 206,880 865 | 609,920 |
New Meaxico:
Administrative sites_______________._ 503 RECAPITULATION BY CLASSES
éir;l)hm landing field .. 160 :
oal. .
Classifieation____.. Administrative sites..... - 22, 507 22, 507
Experimental statio AT N et
Military pu Adjust equitable rights_________. 2 500 500
National Guard target range. . Agﬁmltm‘n] experiment station. - ) b 3 R RS 11, 131
National-monument purposes._. Ald of legislation... .o oeee e corsoioo e 1,683,603 | 44,863 | 12,050 | 1,716,467
Pending resurvey. Air mail sites and landing fields. . 3,360 3,
Potash Ajr mail n. 120 120
Power sites Army airplane fleld. oo oo 40 40
Public wate B survey.. .- ad 480 480
Burean of Fisherfes_ ... ___ - lg 19‘?
Total.
North Dakota: Al
s aee 8
Reservoir sites 192,012
Total ;’E‘g
Orezon: 82,114
ﬂm{nmmlu - Rl IR - 70 SR E g 3
Aid lation . ... 44, 863 72,624 | I n 7,100 7,100
) 119 1,344,201 | Islands in coastal waters (Alabama,
'oal 4,361 Florida, Mississippi) ¢
40 | Landing fields for airplanes 631
...... 6,200 | Lighthouse N N T 648
9,504 | 369,474 | Lookout station & 56.;
720
Recreational or bird refuge ¢ S 1 82,477
Reservoir sites . .- oo anaiaiaas] 18, 603 R 18,603 | National Guard target range 1, 500
Total 942,543 | Natlosaboors puspimsscse At
> 345 49, T02 9, 504 PAark purposes
1,802, 9, 1, Ayt et R Al i 135, 324
Footnotes at end of table, = Footnotes at end of table.
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Withdrawals and restorations under act of June 25, 1910 (36 Stat.
847), during period December 1, 1928, to November 30, 1929,
fnclusive—Continued

RECAPITULATION BY CLASSEsS—continued

Out-~ Period Dec. 1,1928,| Out-
standing to Nov. 30, 1929 | standing
State and class of action d'rl?; d'fia&l;
Dee. 1, With- Nov. 30,
1928 | drawn |Restored| e
Acres Acres Acres Acres
Naw ¥al
Nav
0il shale
Pendins ]glchﬂ fon
Pending TeSurvey ..o i
Sy r a7 S e S B SRS U
ghosphnte.. 5

Proposed elk refuge. Y O Y] T
inw sltes

nd (Alabama,
Florida, Missmippi el'.c)'... it
Fublic pa

Recreational or bird refuge. ..ooo... =
Regulate level Lake of the Woods.._.__.
L E e i i S sy 1O
Road commission. . =
Stock driveways. _ E maigs i
Sheep uperiment R U g
T’I‘auak':;aml-l Springs ¢

own purposes
Well-drilling reserves.... «oeeseeacancaaan

Grand total

56,109, 619 3,201, 619 46, 529
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Withdrawals and restorations under act of June 25, 1910 (36 Stat.
847), during period December 1, 1929, to November 30, 1930,
inclusive—Continued

I All islands belonslnlg to the United States in the coestal waters.
ol"tgeu public lands belonging to the United States on the meinland within 3 miles

3800 squaro feet,

1 Area undetermined.

Respectfully submitted.

C. C. Moore, Commissioner.
THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR,
WasHINGTON, December 9, 1930.
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE.

Sm: The act of Congress entitled “An act to authorize the
President of the United States to make withdrawals of public
lands in certain cases,”” approved June 25, 1010 (36 Stat. 847),
provides, among other things, that the Secretary of the Interior
shall report all such withdrawals to Congress at the beginning of
its next regular session after the date of the withdrawal.

In compliance with the requirements of the statute, I have the
honor to inclose herewith copy of a letter from the Commissioner
of the General Land Office, dated December 8, 1930, transmitting
report of the withdrawals and restorations contemplated by the
statute.
Very respectfully,

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
GENERAL LAND OFFICE,
WASHINGTON, December 8, 1930.
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.

Sir: Under section 3, act of June 25, 1810 (36 Stat. 847), the
Secretary of the Interior is required to report to Congress all
withdrawals made under said act at the beginning of its next
regular session after the date of withdrawal. To that end I
transmit a report, in sextuple, showing the withdrawals and
restorations made under said act through this office, including
those made on recommendation of the Director of the Geological
Survey, during the period beginning December 1, 1929, and
ending November 30, 1930. The report also shows areas embraced
in outstanding withdrawals at the latter date.

Very respectfully,

Ray Lyman WILBUR.

C. C. Moore, Commissioner.
Withdrawals and restorations under act of June 25, 1910 (36 Stat.
847), during period December 1, 1928, to November 30, 1930,
inclusive

Out- . Out-
standing | Period Dec. 1, 1999, o |1 gianding
State and class of action withdrawn < withdrawn
Dec. 1, = Nov. 30,
1929 Withdrawn | Restored 1930
Alabama: Acres Acres Acres Acres
Aid o L 575 575
=lassi JonE ot e A A
Do L
b e bk AL 2, 440 2,440
Recreational purposes......| 1,625 1,625
e il b 1 Ul et e S VRN 120
g o) AT R A= L L v TR e R LT e 4, 760

Footnotes at end of table.

Out- Period Dec. 1, 1029, to Out-
standing Nov. 30, 1930 i
State and class of action withdrawn withdrawn
Dee. 1, Nov. 30,
1929 Withdrawn | Restored 1930
Alaska: Acres Acres Acres Aeres
Administrative sites__..... 70
Agricultural experiment
statian-_.,..“.-_-------_ 320 220
480
160
- 230, 006
10
3
¥ 540
= 2,480
2280175 | 22,801. 75
804 92, 521
pply and
marine sgatlon.- e 20 20
Radio station__ 464, 62 464,62
Railroad . .25 .25
Road commission......... 2 .73 27
Tendice Hot Bonings ¥ sl e e e
Town-site purposes...... L1 1n
L 327, 606 23,268,458 894 349, 980. 48
Arizona:
Administrative sites___. 684 684
Ald legislation. __.... 2,560 |. 2, 560
Army airplane field__..___ 40 40
Agricultural experiment
station__ 10, 651 10, 651
Classifieation_.._........__ 104,127 104, 127
LBl e e e R F ot ) L S 139,415
Custom service... 10 10
Mineral 8,507 8,507
National Gua.rd rifle range. 400 400
National park______.._____ 67 S 67

National- monumnnt pur-

Pending resurvey..
Petro =
Publie park.
Power sites_
Public waters.
Stock driveways

California:

640, 242
2,680
20
024 302, 750
1 17, 603 17, 603
Forest administrative sites 1,199 , 199
Harbor development. ... 3 3
Lighthouse. ... ... 8 8

I\nhona]-monument pur-

EL e e 14, 324 | 2, 000, 000 2,014,324
Pending resurvey. 86,233 |.. 86, 233
Petroleum._ ... 1,178,392 |.. 1,178, 302
Potash_..__... 90, 638 90, 638
Powersites_______._._.___. 288, 851 200 288, 651
Protect hot springs.... . 320 40 360
Public waters_ ... 188, 288 1,085 680 188, 603
Reservoir sites. . _____ OB e ) 40 2,040
Town-site purposes 120 160 280
Water supply. city of

Napa .... 160 160
Total. e meeemeecenea-c-| 2,831,025 | 2,087,271 920 4, 868, 276
Colorado:
Administrative sites...... AT 302
Aid ] on: o 16, 493 18,872 35, 365
Classification....... 573,178 573,178
L e N T 4,142,338 4,142,
National Gnard riflerange.|.ocooo-oo... 1,999.22 1,990.22
National-monument pur- o
1
120 120
96, 027 1,466, g
1,4
1,835.26 217, 661. 74
99, 424 666, 443
1,450 218, 941
320
1,845 380 8,013
102, 460
Total..oooeecreoomeenn..] 5,892,130 | 1,618,287.22 | 3,205.26 | 7,507, 220.06
Florida:
Adjustmsnt equitable

___________________ 500 |- 500

Admimstrnuve sites. . _ .| 40 40

Footnotes at end of table,




2232

847), during period December 1,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

Withdrawals and restorations under act of June 25, 1910 (36 Stat.

1928, to November 30, 1930,

JANUARY 15

Withdrawals and restorations under act of June 25, 1910 (36 Stat.
847), during period December 1, 1929, to November 30, 1930,

inclusive—Continued inclusive—Continued
Out- Period Dec. 1, 1029, to Out- Out- Period Dee. 1, 1929, to
standing Nov. 30, 1930 standing standing Nov. 30, 1630 standing
Btate and class of action withdrawn withdrawn Btate and class of action withdrawn withdrawn
Dec. 1, Nov. 30, Dec. 1, Nov. 30,
1929 Withdrawn | Restored 1930 1829 Withdrawn | Restored 1630
Florida—Continued. Acres Acres Acres Acres New Mexico—Continued.
C!nssmcntma ! N’ tional Guard
i 222 - B s 448
= poses
iy 488 National-park purposes
67,121 66, 341 Pending resurvey.....
}:g!ash_ e
351 228 207 wer sites.___
i il ® Public waters. ...
Idaho
s 1,
BO, 628 |_. 80, North Dakota:
Coal By 2 b DTN 4, 761 Ald leghiation, "0 ) e Tl I P el 5,
ke S R el e ERE e e
atio nardriffierange.] 880 |ioo i o] 0 8200 | 0 Ieiroienm...... —
Phosphatel. | L. L] 652, 864 = 652, 864 Reservoir sites. ... 478 478
Power sites. __... el 201, 656 9,093 191,963
Public waters.__. 150 14, 857 500" et 15,417 Total. . oovvane. ...} 6,777,858 /5 e EC eI 6, 283, 753
Reservoir e A s R 26, 240 Ovogus:
Tobale o oeommeoene] 1,004,041 060 003 1, 056, 308 Administrative sites...... 1 BN i RS ACE! 839
e L % i Aid fon...... 08, 420 171,044
Iml:ckhﬂon 105 105 I'M::g}
Aid legislation _ .o ceeeno..] Le Lee
Petroleum . - ocoececceeana| 466,090 Y 466, 990 40 ¢
i et e g ol L Sl 467,005 | .. 467, 095 11,627 357, 847
2,301 28,
Michiean:
id l FAtio. - oivemrenmn 1,028 1 868 refuge !
3 egis i <y Sl Reservoir sites____________ 18, 603 18,603
("lamiﬁmttnn ............ 3,871 80 3,951
Power sites_ . oo —ee..| 1, 20 1, ziu Tolal. o cooemimaaa | 1,862,543 | 100,781 11, 827 1,081, 677
Proposed monument. ... b ) SRS BRI A 7,347
S o DAk vt m
d 0+ ) D S 13, 486 160 13, 406 n ive sites 321 < 1
S od ‘Ald legislation 25, 230 25, 230
Protect water supply 480 480
48, 406 Fublic waters MRS 210
33
20,355 e ol
12, 309
11, 402 s.i?i
otal e D 50, 835 42 010 02, 845 551
Missisatppl: Classification. 19| .. .| . oo - i ey
Montana: 7,100
Admmistmttvo sites___....| 6, 3268 6, 326 160
cultural ﬂﬁldstﬂtlﬂll... L | e ) [ S S 200 sl 21, 207
01,464
2,74, 859
abs, 550
= 301, 945
5,077 4332, 507
B Sy 40, 671
i s
Bheep exparlmeutnl sta- 63,203 8, 664, 319
L T RS 15,776 15,776 Wash
Well-drilling reserve....... 40 lasae 40 Adm.ln!sl:mtlve sites....... 170 40 210
T 9, 856, 034 %0 | 12478 | 9,845,418 S oy o ; o
...................... 692,607 |.-... : 692, 607
Nebraska: Fish-culture purposes____. 1 10
Administrative sites....... 39 39 Look :gtrn%:m 43 A PEReEYEr 120
Powersites. o oooeeeaneeas 761 ! 761 Power sites 08, 945 520 93, 590
Public waters 020 920
ot 800 ! 800 Reservoir sites____ a7 36, 327
Novada: Resurv R R e 5,840
m Sy 815, 563 810 5 866 §30, 342
A e, vies 8,760 o [ risman: Gissiteation 157 |- 1,57
Wyoming:
mﬁg 35‘% y‘:\dm nistrative sites______ s W RSl i ML et 1,274
83 603 . 603 Ald legislation. _ 851,755 | 06,300 71,040 847, 015
Y Ol S T t glasisi cation. 5,;22 2 ﬁ&;&o
oal. ...
30,‘;:%38 so,g Elk refuge.. Zﬂl‘}%m 42,969
Navy ammunition depot.. 125,724 | Ay 125, 724 Fish culture 400 400
National-monument pur- Game 1,516 1,518
| 150,422 AN 102 Ls.nding fn lanes_____ 41 . 471
18, 040 068 National G and rifle
39, 402 30, 492 range 1s0
98, 627 26, 627 0il shale. . 4, 006, 505
s A 15,446 Pending resurvey. 789, 257
80 80 Petroleom__ ... 1,122,083
e %
ower +
gtal s 600,020 | | 64388 |- oo il 674, 317 Pro ik e 256, 009
New Mexico: Public waters..... £4, 685
+ Administrative sites___.... 503 | gm Reservoir sites.. 118, 734
ing field.-....] 1
Mmmm?fsﬂd‘i ..... 5113, ﬁ‘g 5113, & Total 71,040 | 10,610,953
a3 lgzég 192,&% Grand total . ______...._.| 58, 264, 700 {13, 800, 200, 42 | 182, 281. 68 | 73, 154, 990. 64
tary purpoaes...........- 52,480 450 :
Fonmn:asatmdnft\\bh. Footnotes at end of table
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Withdrawals and restorations under act of June 25, 1910 (36 Stat.
847), during period December 1, 1929, to November 30, 1830,
inclusive—Continued

RECAPITULATION BY CLASSES

Out- Period Dee. 1, 1929, to Ont-
standing Nov. 30, 1930 standing
Etate and class of action withdrawn withdrawn
Dee, 1, Nov. 30,
1029 Withdrawn | Restored 1930
Acres Acres Acres Acres
Administrative sites. . - ....... | 22 507 60 o L 22, 47
PR BRIt SRS o AR SR s S
Adjust equitable rights_____... B ESMURREN E A 500
Agricultural experiment sta-
tion 11,131 120 as i aniiaik 11,251
Aid legislation_ ... _._.___ 1,718, 467 212, 427 73, 468 1, 855, 425

Ajir mail beacon sitesand land-
g field

-culture purposes_ ... 410 |_ el 410
Forest administrative sites._.._ 879 40
Gamerefoge_ .. oeeee-
Harbar development. .........
Hellam e
Islands in coastal waters (Ala-
Florida, Mississippi)? |.c.occcann
Landing field for airplanes.... 631
Lighthouse purposes____. .-
Lookout station____________. e

Navy ammunition dump.

Office of Education..ooceaveae

Oilshale__._
ing legisla

Publio Jand on'the maisiend |
(Alabama, Florida, Missis-

Public park 15, 080

13, 890, 200. 42

1 All islands bel to United States in the coastal waters.
All public lands belonging to the United States on the mainland within 3 miles of

the ~onst.
- Area undetermined.

Respectfully submitted.
4 C. C. Moorg, Commissioner.

DROUGHET RELIEF

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of Senate Resolution 401.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will report the
resolution for the information of the Senate.

The Chief Clerk read the resolution (S. Res. 401), as
follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby notified
that when the Senate voted for the drought relief measure it was
the intent and purpose that the funds so provided would be used
to afford relief to all families suffering from the drought, whether
they live in counties where suffering is general and where there is
great distress and destitution, or in counties where the distress
caused by the drought is not general.

Resolved further, That it s the sense of the Senate that the
relief here provided should be granted wherever the conditions
and facts justify it, and the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby
requested to see that that is done.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE
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Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, yesterday afternoon when
this resolution was presented the Senator from Oregon
[Mr. McNarvy] asked that it go over in order that he might
look into it. The Senator is now in the Chamber, and I
think he is agreeable to the adoption of the resolution.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, when this matter came up
yesterday I objected to its consideration. I think it is a
useless instrument. It expresses exactly the views enter-
tained by the Secretary of Agriculture and his agents as
expressed when they were before the Committee on Agri-
culture and Forestry. It is a direction the Secretary is
going to follow. It is needless, and particularly harmless. I
do not know why the Senator should press his resclution,
because the Secretary of Agriculture will do that particular
thing.

Mr. HEFLIN. I think it would be better for him to have
the suggestion from the Senate.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it.

Mr. MOSES. May this resolution be considered to-day
except by unanimous consent?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unanimous consent is re-
quired.

Mr. MOSES. I shall object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution goes over.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I hardly understand the
position of the Senator from New Hampshire, except to say
that it is in keeping with his position upon questions where
human suffering is involved and where the rights of the
masses of the people are at stake. The Senator is not
known to be a man who is in sympathy with the masses of
the people, but, rather, his sympathies are on the side of the
favored few, where wealth is being concentrated more and
more year after year. It does not concern the Senator from
New Hampshire that men, women, and children are starving
in the States. The Senator does not care, it seems, to have
legislation enacted here that will carry relief to men, women,
and children in distress in 21 States of this Union.

The Senator from New Hampshire objects to the consid-
eration of this simple resolution, which merely requests the
Secretary of Agriculture to use the funds provided by the
Congress for the relief of men, women, and children in dis-
tress, to reach all of them, or as many of them as it is pos-
sible to reach, where the facts in the cases justify relief.
The resolution itself says that the facts in the cases are to
govern the Secretary of Agriculture.

I can not understand why the Senator from New Hamp-
shire would interpose an objection to the consideration of a
meritorious, a humane, a merciful resolution like the one I
have proposed here to-day.

When Doctor Warburton was before the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry I raised the question whether it
was the purpose to distribute this fund amongst all those
who were in distress or whether it would be confined to
counties where suffering and distress were general. He said
they would administer it generally.

But, Mr. President, since that time Members of the House
have called me up who have talked to Mr. Warburton and
have expressed distress at his attitude. They have said
they fear he is not going into the counties where there is
no such abundance of distress as in the counties where it is
general.

I submit, Mr. President, that the man whose family is
suffering in a county over the line from one where the suffer-
ing is general and where nearly all the farmers are inju-
riously affected is just as much entitled to the consideration
and mercy of the Government as are those where the suffer-
ing is more general; that it is the part of justice and right
and mercy for the Government to go and minister to him
and the wants of those where the suffering is not so general
as it is to those where it is more general.

I can not understand why any Senator would take such
an attitude. I do not appreciate the position taken by the
Senator from New Hampshire. If the Senator wants to con-
tribute to an extra session, if the Senator wants to fill the
solid phalanx to fight for an extra session, he can very
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easily do it. I do not propose that there shall be appro-
priated $30,000,000 out of the purse of the people to remodel
battleships when we can not even get unanimous consent
from those on the other side of the Chamber to carry relief
to the starving men, women, and children of my State. I do
not propose to sit here and permit such a measly and miser-
able game of politics to be played. I will not stand for it. I
know how to obtain my rights as a Senator, and if it is the
purpose of those on the other side of the Chamber who are
in temporary leadership to force us to a filibuster here in
order to obtain the rights of the people in an extra session,
let us understand it now and go to it.

I am not pleading for anything personal to myself. I am
asking, Mr, President, for relief to be granted to people who
are this day in dire distress—for a simple resolution of the
Senate expressing its desire that the Secretary of Agriculture
go and minister to the poor, the needy, the distressed, the
starving, whether they are in hundreds or dozens, or only
one, two, or three families, When I call up the resolution
and the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture and
Forestry withdraws his opposition, when it does not cost the
Senate 5 cents nor the Government a nickel, yet the Sen-
ator from New Hampshire objects to its present considera-
tion. Then let us consider what I propose to talk about the
balance of the afternoon. Let the Senator from New Hamp-
shire have time to meditate.

Mr. President, I am surprised that any Senator could be
found in this body who would interpose an objection to this
character of legislation. If the measure had been to refund
money to millionaires, the Senator from New Hampshire
would not have objected. If it had been a unanimous-
consent proposition to take $30,000,000 out of the Treasury
and give it to the Steel Trust to remodel three old battle-
ships, we never would have heard a murmur out of the Sen-
ator from New Hampshire. He would have sat with sealed
lips and folded arms and we would not have heard a mur-
mur from the Senator. But when we plead for the underdog
in the fight, for the distressed people in 21 States, nearly
half of the States of this great Union, the Senator from the
great State of New Hampshire rises in his place and inter-
poses an objection. We are simply asking the Secretary of
Agriculture to do for people in localities where the suffering
and distress is not so general just what he does for the
individual families in the counties where the suffering and
distress is general.

Now let us analyze the position of the Senator from
New Hampshire. It puts him in the attitude of not want-
ing these people to have relief. It puts him in the atti-
tude of saying that he does not care whether they get
relief. It puts him in the atfitude of opposing relief for
those who do not happen to live in counties where the
distress and suffering is general.

Mr, President, I have been in this body 10 years. I
was reelected on the 4th day of November last by the
largest majority that any Senator ever received in my
State. I served 16% years in the House. I have never
voted to withhold one 5-cent piece from people who were
in distress in New England. When fires have come, as in
the case of Salem, Mass., I voted, and voted gladly, to go
to their rescue. I have voted to aid people in every section
of the country since I have been in Congress. Wherever
the cry of distress has been heard, it never fell upon a
deaf ear, so far as I am concerned. I have responded
and I was always glad to respond.

We have the greatest country in all the world. One
of the greatest evils now in it is the stealing of ballots,
and one of the crying needs of the day is to put down the
ballot-box burglars who make money, and big money, by
manipulating elections. We have a case of it in my State
that will astound the Nation when the investigation is
made, As certainly as I live and God reigns I carried my
State by around 100,000 majority last fall. The ballot-box
thieves of Tammany and of Pittsburgh have nothing on
the ballot-box crooks who are responsible for the stealing
of the election in my State. Mr. President, if this country
reaches the time when the voice of the people is stifled,
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when they can not have full power and free expression by
the ballot box and have their will recorded as they express
it, then this Government is doomed.

The other great evil, Mr. President, is the New York
Stock Exchange, which Mr. Raskob uses as a plaything.
Whenever he needs campaign funds to bolster up a situa-
tion that he feels belongs to him personally, he goes upon
the exchange and speculates. As I have said once before in
this body, I believe that he and a group of them have
tried to discredit Hoover's administration by bringing
about crashes on the exchange. Mr. President, I do not
care who he is, Democrat or Republican, he who will tam-
per with the prosperity of this country is not a good
citizen. He is a bad citizen. He does not deserve to be the
leader of any party. He deserves to be in the penitentiary.

Mr. President, New England is the section from which the
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses] comes, the
quick-witted, bright Senator from New Hampshire who de-
lights in and enjoys his own maneuvers and operations in
this body and enjoys them exceed ngly well. He smiles over
his maneuvers and chuckles over them frequently when no-
bodyeiseseemstoenjoythem: lut I am willing for him to
do that.

Mr. President, I have called the attention of this body
to the fact that the New York Stock Exchange gambling
operations have held up $300,000,000 worth of work in public
buildings, homes, and hospitals in New England, and the
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses] has not opened
his mouth on the subject—$300,000,000 of money held up
and all these building operations held back. What is that
doing to New England? It is keeping labor from being
employed. It is keeping the lumber people from selling lum-
ber. It is keeping other business people from furnishing
the material to be used in the construction of these build-
ings; but the Senator from New Hampshire is too busy
looking after measures that probably might go through the
Senate that would grant satisfaction to influential people
somewhere to give his brilliant extraordinary ability to the
matter of relieving New England, his State included, of the
terrible evil that is now upon that section.

Whom are we attacking when we attack the .gamblers of
Wall Street? We are attacking the friends of the Senator
from New Hampshire. The Senator from New Hampshire
does not want his friends disturbed. Oh, how he basks in
the sunshine and revels in the ineffable glory of those Wall
Street fellows, who clip coupons and whose only music is
the clink of dollars and dimes. What keen delight the
Senator from New Hampshire manifests when he hears that
kind of music being made by his rich, purse-proud, million-
aire friends of Wall Street. But where is the Senator when
relief is asked for the men and women whose boys took that
flag and crossed the sea, who went 3,000 miles from home
to fight to preserve the liberties of the world? Now, when
they are in dire distress, when the wolf of want stands
howling at their door, and we who hail from that section
ask that relief be accorded to all those in distress, to all
hungry men, women, and children, the Senator from New
Hampshire, the temporary Presiding Officer of the Senate,
comes down upon the floor, rises majestically in his place,
and, cold-bloodedly as a fish, objects to the consideration of
a simple resolution that merely asks the Secretary of Agri-
culture to be just and fair to all those who are hungry and
who stand with outstretched hand begging for something to
eat lest they die, That is the attitude of the Senator from
New Hampshire.

I do not know whether the Senator from New Hampshire
is in a secret arrangement with anybody to force an extra
session or not. The Senator occupies so many attitudes,
vast and variegated, that it is hard for me to put my finger
on just where he stands. That his heart beats in sympathy
with Raskob and his “wet” program, I guess there is
hardly any doubt. I do not know; I should like to know.
However, this one thing I do know: The Senator has got
to do something to convince me that he ever had a heart-
beat in sympathy with the masses of the common people.
When any question comes up here affecting plutocracy,
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look out for the Senator from New Hampshire; he is right
on the job, keen-eyed, alert, vigorous. Oh, he is here
looking out for their interests. Mr. President, think of five
or six hundred men and women and children, driven from
their homes in Arkansas, by gaunt famine, going to the
city of England, and there, holding up their hands, begging
for bread, pleading for something to eat. When they are
asked, “Why do you not eat your farm animals?” the
answer is, “ They are dead on the field; the drought has made
it impossible to provide food for man or beast.” We are
getting letters and telegrams every day from the drought-
aflicted areas saying, “ For God’s sake do something; hurry
up this relief; see to it that relief is granted in the counties
where there are two or three hundred families in distress,
or 500 families, and that relief be not confined to the coun-
ties where there are fifteen hundred in distress.” Yet when
we ask that an expression of the Senate be conveyed to the
Secretary of Agriculture requesting that relief be accorded to
all starving people, the Senator from New Hampshire arises
and objects. He objects to what? What is the reason for
his objection? Is he against feeding the poor who are
starving?

I invite his attention to the vision of Sir Launfal, when
the Master appeared to him and told him, “ When you feed
these starving people you are serving Me; when you do that
you feed three—yourself, your starving neighbor, and Me.”
Mr. President, such things do not have any effect upon the
Senator from New Hampshire; but if news should come that
a crash had occurred on the New York Stock Exchange,
and the gamblers were in panic and needed aid from the
Government to pull them out of a hole, I would expect to
see the Senator arise and ask that the Government go to
their rescue; yet the devilish operations of that exchange
are every day sending men to death; men are killing them-
selves; they are committing suicide.

Has the Senator ever raised his hand against that deadly
evil? Mr. President, I recall the story of the serpent of
Rhodes. The deadly beast, whose home was in a cavern
under the hills, would come out in the afternoon and de-
vour sheep, cows, and horses and even the shepherds who
minded their sheep. . Dieu Donne de Gozon, a native of
Provence, registered a vow to go out and fight him fo the
death. He was warned not to tackle this beast; that it had
destroyed everybody who had attacked it. In his own heart,
however, he was resolved to make the effort; he did so and
slew and did away with that great beast. No more were
sheep or their shepherds destroyed and cattle grazed unmo-
lested because the deadly serpent had been removed.
This thing in New York City, the New York Stock Exchange,
Mr. Raskob’s fond resort, must also be removed, so far as
its harmful activities are concerned.

Here is an article in the North American Review by Rob-
ert Cruise McManus, which is headed:

While others talk, he pays the bills.

And here is an interesting excerpt from it:

If all this is evidence that Mr. Raskob has been sitting meekly
by in New York while Harmonizer Shouse slapped backs indis-
criminately in Washington, then a December blizzard is indica-

tive of approaching spring.

Meanwhile, as the party was being consolidated from within,
external circumstances were conspiring to strengthen it from
without.

Listen: -

The stock market collapsed and the Republican prosperity
myth, in which so many voters had believed, was torn to ribbons.
The Farm Board made its ill-starred attempt to stop the falling
price of wheat, and the 8-year wrangle between the farmers and
the Government grew more acute, spurred by the notion that
agriculture did not get what was promised it in the tariff bill.

There he is hinting very strongly that Raskob had a hand
in the crash on the New York Stock Exchange.

Mr. President, we ought not to permit a place to exist
where the idle rich—I do not care whether they are Repub-
licans or Democrats—can go with their accumulated mil-
lions to make a happy holiday by speculating in the neces-
sities of life, by beating down the price of wheat and rob-
bing the farmers of the West, beating down the price of
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cotton and robbing the farmers of the South, and beating
down the price of securities, stocks, and bonds, tossing them
up and flinging them down at will. That thing ought to
be regulated; something has got to be done.

The New York Stock Exchange is injuriously affecting
the people of my State now, and the people of every other
State in the Union. It contributed greatly to the distress
that exists in the States, and then the drought coming on
top of that made it impossible for farmers in many sections,
by their own efforts, to supply themselves with the food and
clothing necessary fo shelter and protect them and to give
them comfort and keep them alive during the present
winter.

Mr. President, as I said a while ago, Members of the House
who have talked to me stated that they feared that Mr.
Warburton would not go into some counties and reach those
who are in dire distress, because there were not enough of
them. My God, think of that! A dozen families in one
county confront the wolf standing at their door, there is no
food in their houses, they are in want, and they are told,
“No; we can not save you because there are not enough of
you.” -That amounts to the Government putting a premium
on increased numbers in distress.

Mr. President, I am seeking to clear up this matter and
to put the Senate, the greatest lawmaking body in the
world, on record as telling the Secretary of Agriculture,
“We desire you to take these funds that have been pro-
vided and go into all places wherever you find want and
distress and hunger caused by the drought and minister
to the suffering people.” Yet when I suggest here that it
would be well, because of this confusion and because of this
misunderstanding, for the Senate to express itself as pro-
vided in the resolution, that it tell the Secretary what it
wishes him fo do and tell him what its intention was in
appropriating this money, the Senator from New Hampshire
rises and says, “ I object.”

The Senator from Oregon [Mr., McNary] asked that the
resolution go over last night in order that he might look
into it; to-day he withdrew his opposition to it, and no other
Senator would have objected, I am sure; but the Senator
from New Hampshire rose and interposed his objection.
May the Lord have mercy on him, [Laughter.]

Mr. President, I do not believe that the farmers of New
Hampshire approve the stand taken by the Senator; I do not
believe that the merchants of New Hampshire approve it; I
do not believe that the bankers of New Hampshire approve it;
I do not believe that the people generally in New Hampshire
approve the stand he has taken to-day. He has by the ob-
Jjection he made caused me to occupy the floor for 30 min-
utes when we could have gone on with other business. He
is contributing toward an extra session. It looks as if the
Senator does not care if we have an extra session.

I have not wanted, Mr. President, to contribute to an extra
session. I wanted us to finish up the work of this session and
adjourn; but, if it is the purpose of those who are in author-
ity to block legislation that would help the struggling poor
in the States, then those of us who are here ought to band
together and do whatever is necessary to accomplish what
we want to accomplish in the name of justice, of fair play,
and of right.

That is all I am asking. I am not pleading to appropriate
money fto the mighty rich anywhere. I am asking to use
some of the money already appropriated for the people who
are hungry, for people who can not help themselves, for
people who are starving. I am getting letters and telegrams
every day saying, “ Hurry up this relief measure. Hurry it
up.” The secretary of agriculture of my State says, “ Be sure
to see to it that they give this relief to the families, a great
number of them, in counties where the suffering is not so
general, and see that they get some of this relief.” I submit
that that is the humane thing to do; it is the just and mer-
ciful thing to do; and I am simply trying to do that as a
Senator from the State of Alabama.

Mr. President, these people followed me, drought stricken,
hungry, and in distress. They could not be bought by the
vast sums of money sent down from the East. They stood like
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a stone wall and followed me through to the election and
through the election day. Every day I was speaking to
3,000 and 4,000 people when my opponent was addressing
100 and 150 people. All over the State it was the general
talk that my majority would be in the neighborhood of
100,000 votes; and then see what happened on the election
day itself, not by the ballots, but by the manipulation of
the ballots; by calling the ballots wrong, by stealing the
election.

Why did they not rejoice, why did they not hurrah, the
next day? Was there any booming of cannons? No. Was
there any celebration of any kind, any rejoicing? Not a bit
of it. Why? Because they were in possession of stolen
goods; and they were as silent as the tomb. That is why.
A seat in the Senate had been stolen.

Make your investigation and I will disclose to you some-
thing that will open your eyes; and if this Raskob brand of
politics is to goon, look out for 1932. They will not spend
so much money among the voters as they will spend in trying
to buy managers and steal the election. If they had defeated
me in the open fairly, I would have said, “All right; they
have a right to do it, and I bow to their will.” But when
they read me out of the party after a conference with
Raskob in New York, and I had to fight the machine backed
by him, I whipped it to a frazzle all over my State.

The truth will disclose that I carried fifty-odd counties
out of 67. They gave me 10, and gave Bankhead 57 and 50,-
000 majority. There never has been a steal like it since I
have been in public life.

Mr. President, I digressed for the moment there. These
people, out of employment, were sought, and efforts were
made to buy some of them; but they stood firm. Some mer-
chants intimidated farmers in distress and threatened to
cut off supplies they were furnishing if they did not vote
against me. This machine was operated from New York
down to the ballot box in my State; but these people stood
true, God bless them! Now, in their dire distress, I stand here
and plead for justice to them. They have never deserted
me, and I have never deserted them. I have never lowered
my arm in battle for them; and I shall do what Senator Bob
La Follette, the old war horse from Wisconsin, told me to do
after the first speech I made in this body, standing over
there, fighting those who helped to bring on the deflation
panic in 1920.

I led the fight, single-handed and alone, for a year and
a half, to drive Governor Harding, of my State, a Demo-
crat, from his position at the head of the Federal Reserve
Board. He had conspired with the gamblers of New York
to produce a panic so that they could compel the sale of
Liberty bonds, and they were sold at $80 and $85 on the
hundred, and these millionaires bought them up. Now they
are sitting around idle in New York, using this money fo
speculate on the stock exchange.

Senator La Follette has a worthy son in this body, bear-
ing his name, who will in time, I believe, be as great a
Senator as his father; and he will have to “go some” to
do it. Not only was the elder Bob La Follette able, but he
was one of the most fearless and incorruptible men that ever
sat in this body. He never forgot the common masses of
the common people. He loved them with a beautiful and
sincere ardor, and they never forgot him. He came over
to me when I had made that speech. I was receiving no
support. There were only five Senators who took any
active interest in it before the fight started, but when it
was over I had about 57 out of 96 on my side. Senator
La Follette came over when I had finished my first speech,
shook my hand, and said, “ Tom, you made a fine speech.
I want to congratulate you. Do not let these old fogies
make you take a back seat until you have served here two
years. You get in the fight. Your people are entitled to
the very best you can give them from the day you enter
here until you go out.” I have never forgotten his sugges-
tion. He was right about it. They are entitled to the best
that I can give them.
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Mr. President, whether or not it amounts to anything,
whether or not it falls upon the deaf ears of the Senator
from New Hampshire, I shall do my duty as a Senator from
Alabama, in the name of the people who have honored me
and have stood lovingly and loyally by me all these years
and who have never deserted me, even when I was branded
as an opposition candidate to the Democratic Party, when
I was standing true to the principles of my party. I do
not propose that Raskob and Alfred Smith and that group
shall pervert the Democratic Party from the ends of its
institution.

Why, here is Frank Kent, this dynamic little pen wielder
from Baltimore. I used to feet pretty hard toward Frank at
times. He has jumped on me several times. I do not mind
criticism. If it is constructive, I welcome it, It does not
bother me much what kind it is. I know what I am and what
my purposes are; but sometimes he has attacked me when he
was not informed about the situation. He has done some-
thing recently, however, that shows me that he has more
sense than I thought he had. [Laughter.]

Mr. President, he took John Jacob Raskob and laid him
upon an operating table and administered chloroform to him
and he operated on him in due and ancient form.
[Laughter.] O Mr. President, it was a nice, clean opera-
tion. Frank wields a wicked pen; I will say that for
him. He caught John unaware. John had been parading
around here at the head of the Democratic Party. He calls
himself the head of the party. Is not he a nice person to be
at the head of the great party of Jefferson? My God!
[Laughter,] John would not know a Democratic principle
from a mouse-colored mule [laughter]; yet he is the leader
of our party. He will not be the leader long. The Demo-
crats of this country are doing a lot of thinking., There are
going to be a lot of changes, and you are going to hear some
hell-burstings in 1932 that you have not heard yet.

Why, this is the man who in 1928 suggested in order to
whip the Protestant preachers into line that they should
have their salaries cut down. It looks as if he believes in the
poverty plan as much as the Senator from New Hampshire.
Cut them down! He never denied that until the campaign
was over. This man, a member of the Union League Club,
a Republican club, of Philadelphia, never admitted being a
member of that organization until pust recently in his letter
to Frank Kent. Frank must have hit him around where he
lives, because he commenced making denials and said that
he was a member of the Union League Club.

Mr. President, some Senators will recall that in 1929 I
got Who's Who, and read it right here, showing that
Raskob was a member of the club; and statements went
over the land saying that he had been a membar, but he had
resigned. Now, what does he say to Frank Kent? He says
that he has not resigned, and that his resignation has not
been asked for; and he says that his voting for some Demo-
crat did not hurt his standing.

My understanding is that when you join that club they
ask you if you are a Republican and vote the Republican
ticket, and if you do not answer in the affirmative you do
not get in. I will ask the senior Senator from Pennsylvania
[Mr. ReEp] if that is not so. Is he a member of this club
in Philadelphia?

Mr. REED. Mr. President, is the Senator asking me
whether I am a member?

Mr. HEFLIN. Yes.

Mr. REED. Yes; I am.

Mr. HEFLIN. Were these questions asked the Senator?
What questions were asked the Senator, if any, when he
joined the club? [Laughter.]

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Let us have him sworn.
[Laughter.]

Mr. HEFLIN. I want to ask the Senator if they asked
him if he was a Republican.

Mr. REED. The Senator means when I joined the club?

Mr. HEFLIN. Yes.

Mr. REED. Yes; I did.
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Mr. HEFLIN. Did they ask the Senator if he voted the
Republican ticket?

Mr. REED. Yes. I was proud to say that I had.

Mr. HEFLIN, Does the Senator think they ask all candi-
dates that?

Mr. REED. I do not know whether they asked Mr.
Raskob. I was not there when he went in.

Mr. HEFLIN. But they asked the Senator that?

Mr. REED. Yes; they asked me.

Mr. HEFLIN. I suppose these clubs ask all prospective
members the same question. They usually have them
printed. Anyhow, Mr. Raskob says that he is still a member.

Mr. President, I have charged a number of times during
the campangn and since, that he was a Republican,
a lifelong Republican. Others charged it. He never denied
it. Instead of denying it, he said he had accepted the
chairmanship of the Democratic National Commitiee
purely and wholly for the purpose of ridding the country
of the damnable affliction of prohibition. That was charged
on the hustings in every State in the Union. It was carried
from one end of this Nation to the other, practically, and
John Jacob Raskob never denied it until he came over
here last spring and testified before the lobby committee.
I do not know who suggested to Johnny to deny that, but
evidently somebody did, and Johnny denied it for the first
time nearly a year after the campaign was over, and after
he had read it probably hundreds of times in the press.
He came out and said that, oh, well, he did not say it, and
that he had given a statement to the press denying that
he said it. Then he was requested to show the statement,
and he could not find the statement. Is not that too bad?
Somebody must have hidden that statement from Johnny;
must have put it where Johnny could not find it. That is
not all. He was bereft of the memory as to what paper it
appeared in. And Johnny has been unable to this good day
to show that he gave a statement back there denying that
awful thing that he said in 1928.

Now as to Frank Kent. I do not propose that he shall be
run over by John Raskob. I will not permit any dear, en-
thusiastic, admiring friend of mine to be freated in that
fashion. [Laughter.]

Mr. President, Frank came out in his statement and said
that Raskob had picked Mr. Shouse and put him down here
at the head of another committee, and told how much he
was paying his assistant, some twenty-odd thousand dol-
lars, and how much he was paying Mr. Shouse, and that
Raskob was putting up the coin of the realm. Mr. Raskob
comes back and says that he had nothing to do with the
celection of Shouse. He should not reflect on Shouse in
that fashion. He never had anything to do with him, he
said; Shouse was selected by the committee.

There is more fraud and trick politics being played right
now with that bunch than I ever heard of. Do you remem-
ber the big banquet held in Boston in 1929, or perhaps the
spring of 1930? Mr. Shouse went up and made a speech,
and there were several Democrats from Boston who had
struck several blows for liberty and were well organized by
the time the banquet was in good order. They got the idea
that Shouse was trying to displace Raskob, and they did
not want to hear Shouse speak. Somebody in authority up
at the head of the banquet board rose and called on the
man who was trying more than any other to keep Shouse
from speaking—I think his name was Donahue—and told
him to be quiet, that Mr. Shouse was selected personally by
Alfred Smith and John J. Raskob. I put that in the REcorp.

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. HEFLIN. I yield. :

Mr. WHEELER. Is the Senator denouncing Raskob or
defending Kent?

Mr. HEFLIN. Oh, I am defending Kent and eulogizing
Raskob. [Laughter.]

Then Mr. Raskob goes on to say that his grandmother was
a Democrat, his great-grandfather was a Democrat, and he
married a Democrat, and just to show what sort of a good
Democrat he was he said he bolted the party in 1896 and
had affiliated with it since. He said, * When I did affiliate
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with the party and got into it I saw the prospects were
good to get all the money back that I lent it, so here goes.”
Is not the party in an awful fix?—
Mary had a little lamb,
Its fleece was white as snow;

It followed her to Pittsburgh one day,
And look at the derned thing now.

[Laughter.]

Leadership! Where is the leadership in which the party
gloried in the old days? The great party of Jefferson se-
lected its leadership because of the outstanding character
of some well-known Democrat, a man whose love of Demo-
cratic principles, whose devotion fo his duty as a Democrat
had appealed to the people the Nation over. We abandoned
that practice. The fires of lofty purpose and high prin-
ciples went out on the altar. The veil was.rent in the
temple, the party was perverted from the ends of its insti-
tution, and John Raskob was put at the head of it, a lifelong
Republican, picked out of the party of the opposition bodily
and put over at the head of the column of the Democrats.
And now he likes it so well he feels as if he owns it.

Mr. President, old Pertinax, of Rome, sold the emperor-
ship for $500,000, and the Democratic Party owes Raskob
$100,000 more than Pertinax got for the emperorship of
Rome.

Talk about the Democratic Party! I appeal to Democrats
who hear me to gird up their loins to the battle to relieve
our party of its present leadership. If that leadership
stays at the head of the party in 1932, Democrats are not
going to support that leadership. You may just as well get
that in your heads now.

The party is led by a chief of Tammany, where judges’
places on the bench are sold to the highest bidder, where
the judicial ermine is waved around in the corrupt altar
places of Tammany and bartered to those who pay the most
to wear that ermine, which should be worn by a spotless
judge, and a spotless judge alone, who holds the scales of
justice,

Investigations are going on over there now. Tammany
is selling offices and raising campaign funds, and men grow-
ing rich out of graft, and John Raskob, with his money bags,
is stalking the Nation over, leading the party at his heels
with a chain around its neck. The leader of the Democratic
Party! :

Mr. President, he admitted here in his testimony that
he was contributing toward the salary of Curran, who told
the Senate committee that revolution might be resorted to in
behalf of liquor. He did not use those words, but they asked
him when he testified before that committee, “ What are
you going to do? Are you going to resort to violence to set
at naught the law in the Constitution and statute books?”
He said: * We will cross that bridge when we come to it.”
“ Would you resort to violence? ” He never said he would
not, and Raskob admitted he was paying him $5,000 of his
salary; and he at the head of the Democratic Party!

Oh, how my party has suffered, how it has suffered, and
in behalf of the Democrats of this Nation I ask, who will
deliver the party from the body of this death?

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for the present
consideration of the resolution which I sent to the clerk’s
desk a little while ago.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, I should offer my apology to
the Senate for having brought upon it the afliction of the
last hour or so. I have had mingled emotions as I have
listened to the Senator from Alabama. I think I owe him
my thanks for including me with Mr. Raskob and the anti-
Heflin Democrats of Alabama in his excoriation. I have
wondered as he went on whether he was pleading the cause
of those who voted for him or those who were in need, or
whether the two represent the same personnel.

The Senator from Oregon has aptly and accurately de-
scribed the resolution which the Senator from Alabama has
presented as being childish, foolish, and useless. For myself,
I can not see any reason why the Senate should pursue a
course of adopting resolutions which are childish, foolish,
and useless. However, I have no desire to impede the prog-
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ress of business in this session of the Senate. I have least
of all any desire to enter upon competition with the Senator
from Alabama for the championship of blah-blah in this
Chamber, and I do not wish him to be wasting his time or
that of the Senate in the few weeks which are yet remaining
to him here with us.

“ We shall meet, but we shall miss him,” but in the mean-
time I am willing to withdraw my objection.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from Alabama? The Chair hears none, and
the question is on agreeing to the resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I appreciate the confession
made by the Senator from New Hampshire, and I forgive
him. [Laughter.]

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
that the Senate resume the consideration of the bill (H. R.
14675) making appropriations for the Department of the
Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for
other purposes.

Mr. KING. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the senior Senator from
Utah yield to his colleague?

Mr. SMOOT. I do not yield for any other business.

Mr. KING. I wanted to ask consideration of a motion to
reconsider which has been pending here for months.

Mr. SMOOT. I shall ask my colleague to forego that for
the time being.

Mr. President, following my request for the consideration
of the Interior Department appropriation bill, and the state-
ment made by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RoBINsON]
in relation to an amendment he desired to propose to the
bill, I stated that I had no authority of the committee to
accede to the request of the Senator for unanimous consent
if unanimous consent were asked for the offering of his
proposed amendment.

I immediately went to the room of the Commitiee on Ap-
propriations. A subcommittee of that committee was in ses-
sion, and I asked the members of the subcommittee to give
me their expression as to what attitude I should take in
relation to the request of the Senator from Arkansas. All
the members of the subcommittee who were present agreed
that the proper thing to do was to accede to the unanimous-
consent request of the Senator from Arkansas and have a
vote upon his proposed amendment to the Interior Depart-
ment appropriation bill.

That being the case, Mr. President, I want to say to the
Senator from Arkansas that I shall not object to the unani-
mous-consent request which he made. I now renew my re-
quest that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the
bill (H. R. 14675) making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1932, and for other purposes.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I ask to add
to that request the following: And that the rule may be
suspended and that it shall be in order to consider the
amendment which I now send to the desk.

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will report the amend-
ment.

The Cuier CLErk. Insert at the proper place in the bill
the following words:

There is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $25,000,000 (in addition to
such sums as may be or may become available through voluntary
contributions), to be made available and to be expended by the
Red Cross for the purpose of supplying food to persons otherwise
unable to procure the same.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it.

Mr., KING. If the unanimous consent asked by my col-
league shall be granted, and the Senate shall proceed to the
consideration of the Interior Department appropriation bill,
will that displace the naval bill, which has been partly con-
sidered to-day and upon which a vote must be had to-
morrow?

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will not.
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Mr. KING. Then, as I assume, to-morrow, if desired, the
naval bill will be before the Senate, and it can be amended
by the Senate if amendments are offered?

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is correct.

Mr. REED. Mr, President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it,

Mr. REED. Is it not correct that any Senator by de-
manding the regular order can bring the Senate back to the
consideration of the naval modernization bhill?

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the opinion of the Chair.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Pending the request, I
think I find an error in the technical description of the Red
Cross. In the amendment which I have sent to the desk I
desire to have a modification made by inserting before the
words “ Red Cross ” the words “ American National,” so that
it will read “American National Red Cross.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be modi-
fied as requested by the Senator from Arkansas.

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, I take for granted
the amendment is for the purpose of granting general relief
not only in the drought-stricken areas but throughout the
country wherever the Red Cross shall find need for relief?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. That is true.

Mr. BROOKHART. I was wondering if the Senator in-
tentionally confined the amendment to food and not to
clothing?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I did that intentionally, but
the amendment will be subject to amendment if the unani-
mous consent is agreed to. The Senate will have control
of it. There was some discussion of that with those whom
I consulted.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I think the Senator from
Arkansas has correctly stated the parliamentary situation
and the parliamentary rule that would be applied; but in
order that there may be no misunderstanding, I would like
to ask the Chair in the form of a parliamentary inquiry
whether or not, if unanimous consent is granted and the
amendment offered, the amendment would still be subject
to any amendment that is germane to it?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment would be sub-
i];?ﬁ: to amendment when presented, in the opinion of the

i

Is there objection to the request of the Senator from Utah
as modified by the request of the Senator from Arkansas?
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. The Chair lays
geuil’.ore the Senate the Interior Department appropriation

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R.
14675) making appropriations for the Department of the
Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for
other purposes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the next amendment be re-
ported.

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations
was, on page 61, line 7, to strike out “ $75,000 ” and insert
“ $75,400,” so as to read:

Northern Cheyennes and Arapahoes, Montana (art. 7, treaty of
May 10, 1868, and agreement of February 28, 1877), $75,400.

Mr. SMOOT. That is a salary increase.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amend-
ment is agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 61, at the end of line
14, to strike out ““ $445,000 ¥ and insert “ $449,500,” so as to
read:

Sioux of different tribes, including Santee Sioux of Nebraska,
North Dakota, and South Dakota (arts. 8 and 13, treaty of April
29, 1868, 15 Stat. 635, and act of February 28, 1877, 19 Stat. 254),
$449,500.

Mr. SMOOT. That is a salary increase.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amend-
ment is agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 61, line 17, to strike
out “ $571,300 * and insert “ $576,200,” so as to read:

In all, for said treaty stipulations, not to exceed $576,200.
The amendment was agreed to.
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The next amendment was, on page 68, line 13, after the
word “ automobiles,” to strike out “$259,000” and insert
“$262,000,” so as to make the paragraph read:

For the support of the Osage Agency, and for necessary expenses
in connection with oil and gas production on the Osage Reserva-
tion, Okla., including pay of necessary employees, the tribal at-
torney and his stenographer, one special attorney in tax and
other matters, and pay of tribal officers; repairs to buildings, rent
of quarters for employees, traveling expenses, printing, telegraph-
ing and telephoning, and purchase, repair, and operation of
automobiles, $262,000, payable from funds held by the United
States in trust for the Osage Tribe of Indians in Oklahoma.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amend-
ment is agreed to.

Mr. SMOOT. All the amendments that have been agreed
to thus far are increases in salary. As they come up I will
announce whether they are salary increases or not.

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropria-
tions was, on page 68, line 21, after the word “ of,” to strike
out “$93,000” and insert * $93,500,” and at the end of line
25 to strike out * $45,000"” and insert * $45,5600,” so as to
make the paragraph read:

The sum of 883,600 is hereby appropriated out of the principal
Tunds to the credit of the Confederated Bands of Ute Indians, the
sum of $48,000 of said amount for the benefit of the Ute Moun-
tain (formerly Navajo Springs) Band of said Indians in Colorado,
and the sum of $45,500 of said amount for the Uintah, White
River, and Uncompahgre Bands of Ute Indians in Utah, which
sums shall be charged to said bands, and the Secretary of the
Interior is also authorized to withdraw from the Treasury the
accrued interest to and including June 30, 1931, on the funds of
the sald Confederated Bands of Ute Indians appropriated under
the act of March 4, 1913 (37 Stat. 934), and to expend or dis-
tribute the same for the purpose of administering the property of
and promoting self-support among the said Indians, under such
regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe.

Mr. SMOOT, That is a salary increase.
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amend-
ment is agreed to.
INVESTIGATION OF CAMPAIGN EXPENDITURES

Mr. NYE. Mr, President, I dislike very much to interrupt
the consideration of the pending appropriation bill, but a
situation confronts the committee investigating campaign
expenditures which seems to call for a recitation before the
Senate of facts which seem at this time to make it quite
essential that the committee excuse some 20 Pennsylvania
witnesses who have been subpenaed to appear before the
committee to-morrow because of the lack of funds with
which to meet whatever expenses might be occasioned by
the presence of such witnesses.

On the 19th day of December I offered a resolution (S.
Res. 381) which was a request for additional funds. Assur-
ances have been given to the committee by Senate leaders
ever since that time that there would be no difficulty, no
reason to doubt but what additional money would be avail-
able; but it comes down to this last moment when, as I said,
we are without the money to meet the expenses which will
be occasioned by the presence of these witnesses, and I am
at a loss to know what might be done other than to excuse
the witnesses from appearances to-morrow.

I understand that the Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Senate—and the chairman of
the committee is present in the Chamber—has agreed to the
holding of a meeting to-morrow morning. I wish the chair-
man might make known just what the plans of the com-
mittee are and what we might expect from it to-morrow.

Mr, DENEEN. Mr. President, the resolution introduced
by the Senator from North Dakota was referred in due
course to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin-
gent Expenses of the Senate. I returned to the city at 1
o'clock on Friday last. Learning that Senator Nye's resolu-
tion had been referred to the committee, I called a meeting
of the committee for Saturday morning at 11.30 o’clock. We
were unable to secure a quorum. I called a meeting of the
committee again for Monday last at 2.30 o’clock in the after-
noon. Again we were unable to secure a quorum. There
has been a vacancy on the committee, I requested that that
vacancy be filled. I understand that it was filled to-day.
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Thereupon a call was issued for the committee to meet at
10 o’clock to-morrow morning.

We have polled the committee on a number of smaller
matters, those regarding which there could be no contro-
versy, but there was a misunderstanding recently about a
resolution, so the committee adopted the course of acting as
a committee rather than by having it polled.

The commitiee has expedited its work as rapidly as it
could. The committee will meet to-morrow morning at 10
o’clock, and I take it a quorum will be present.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Arkansas?

Mr. NYE. Certainly.

Mr. CARAWAY. I thought we had a meetint and that
the committee had authorized an appropriation of $25,000.
The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. NyYe]l being present,
he at first asked for $50,000, but after some matte:s had
been discussed he thought that $25,000 was sufficient.

Mr. DENEEN. No; that was not the understanding of
the committee. One of the members of the committee
stated that he would favor an appropriation of $25,000.
There were not three members of the committee who would
agree to that and therefore I considered it prudent to call
the committee together. There were also differences about
the time mentioned in the resolution for conducting the
investigation. The resolution calls for an investigation
which would run on during the next Congress. There is
some difference of opinion I understand among members
of the committee regarding this resolution. The difference
of opinion has been stated to me personally rather than in
the committee. We had only two members present at the
time to which the Senator from Arkansas refers. The
Senator from Arkansas was present Saturday, if I remember
correctly, and the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. KeENprIcK]
was present on Monday. There were two members present
on Saturday and two present on Monday, including myself.

Mr. CARAWAY. I thought I fully understood the Senator
from Illinois. When I left the committee I thought it was
agreed that $25,000 was to kc appropriated.

Mr. DENEEN. No.

Mr. CARAWAY. What was the agreement?

Mr. DENEEN. The statement was made by the Senator
from Arkansas that he would favor, as I understand it,
reporting an appropriation of $25,000 and that was sub-
mitted to other members of the committee.

Mr. CARAWAY. I thought it was the final action. That
was the amount with which the Senator from North Dakota,
as I understood, had said he would be satisfied at this time.

Mr. NYE. Mr. President, in view of the circumstances
which prevailed at the time—and at the time I did not con-
sider that an official meeting of the Committee to Audit
and Control was being held. because, as I recall, there were
only two members of it present at the time—I would say that
under ordinary circumstances I would feel that an addi-
tional $25,000 would be ample; but I understand that two
amendments are fo be proposed, amendments to the resolu-
tion under which our committee is operating which, if ac-
cepted and approved, would make necessary a larger amount
than that suggested.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. NYE. Certainly.

Mr. CARAWAY. Ientered the Chamber just as the Sena-
for took the floor. My understanding is, as I heard the
Senator from North Dakota make his statement, that he is
desirous of excusing some of his witnesses.

Mr. NYE. Yes; in the absence of any further available
funds the chairman of the committee would not want to
take upon himself the responsibility of having witnesses ap-
pear and not being in a position to reimburse them for the
expense to which they would be placed.

Mr. CARAWAY. I would like to suggest to the chairman
of the committee that there is a quorum of the committee
now on the floor of the Senate. No one would want to pre-
vent the committee of the Senator from North Dakota from
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going through with the examination. I hope there will be
no question about it. I have no idea but what in five min-
utes the Senator can be given the assurance that he will
have the money to conduct his examination. I may have
misunderstood it, but I appeared in pursuance of a notice
from the chairman of the Committee to Audit and Control
and we went over the matter, and I left with the under-
standing that the matter was closed, that the Senator from
North Dakota was to be permifted to have $25,000. I am
sure the chairman of the Committee to Audit and Control,
from what he said in the committee, felt then as he does
now. There is a quorum of the committee present on the
floor of the Senate now and I shall be very glad to meet if
the chairman will call a meeting of the commitfee now.

Mr. DENEEN. Mr, President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Iilinois?

Mr. NYE. Certainly.

Mr. DENEEN. The Senator from Arkansas has made a
statement of his recollection of the meeting of Saturday last.
There were but two members of the committee present, the
Senator from Arkansas and myself. No action could be
taken. In view of the statements made by the Senator from
Arkansas, may I state that I conferred with him and with
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Kenorick] this afternoon
and suggested to them that we have a meeting of the com-
mittee this afternoon, but the Senator from Arkansas said
it would be inconvenient for him fo meet this aiternoon,
and, therefore, to accommodate him, the meeting was called
for to-morrow morning at 10 o’clock. I have no objection to
calling a meeting this afternoon, but I think it fair to the
committee to make this statement.

Mr. NYE. Might I suggest to the Senator from Illinois
that such a meeting be held at this time and a report made
back to the Senate this afternoon, so that the Senate may
take action upon it. It would leave the investigating com-
mittee in a position to proceed to-morrow with a clean slate,
feeling that it had been authorized to go ahead with these
hearings.

Mr. DENEEN. I endeavored to have a meeting this after-
noon and postponed it to meet the convenience of one of the
members. I would be very glad to call a meeting or glad to
have the Senate pass on the matter and take such action as it
deems appropriate. The committee is not anxious to pre-
vent a hearing on the matter.

Mr. NYE. Mr. President, before I yield the floor, I should
like to have the assurance that such a meeting would be
held and that a report would be brought back to the Senate
during this sitting of the Senate.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North
" Dakota yield to the Senator from Arkansas?

Mr. NYE. I yield. :

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator from Illinois came to me a
while ago and asked about a meeting of the committee, but I
did not understand that this matter was involved; I thought
it was about something else and paid no attention to it. I
was attempting to agree with the Senator from North Dakota.
I thought he ought to have whatever was reasonable in order
to finish the investigation being conducted by his committee.
There was a matter we discussed at that time that both of us
decided was not involved in his investigation, and that $25,-
000 was the amount which I thought should be provided.
Evidently I did not understand the chairman of the com-
mittee, but now, if the chairman of the committee wants to
do so, we can have a meeting in a few moments.

Mr. DENEEN. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Illinois?

Mr, NYE. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. DENEEN. I may state that I did not inform the Sen-
ator from Arkansas that there were 22 witnesses who had
been summoned here. The reason was that I did not receive
that information until about half an hour ago, and had no
information that any witnesses were to be here, The Sena-
tor from North Dakota called upon me about half an hour
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ago and told me that 22 witnesses were here. I told him that
I felt confident——

Mr, NYE. Mr. President, I do not think I told the Senator
that the witnesses were here, but that they had been sub-
penaed to appear to-morrow.

Mr. DENEEN. I took it for granted that they would be
here, having been subpenaed. I explained the situation to
him, that it was inconvenient for one of the members of
the committee to be present, and that was the reason,
and the only reason, why the meeting was put off until
to-morrow.

Mr. NYE. Since the Senator whom the Senator from
Illinois suggests was unable to be present is now present,
would it not be possible for him to hold such a meeting
as he has suggested this afternoon?

Mr. DENEEN. That would be perfectly agreeable to me
if the Senators are here.

Mr. MOSES. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from New Hampshire.

Mr. NYE. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to inquire how much longer
the debate on this question will continue?

Mr. MOSES. The Senator from North Dakota yielded
to me for one moment, and I want to put an end to this
discussion, I hope now, by stating that if the committee
meets informally on the floor and submits a report, it can
not be considered to-day, because I shall object.

Mr. NYE. Then, Mr. President, the only thing the special
committee on campaign expenditures can do is to notify
the twenty-odd witnesses who have been subpenaed to ap-
pear to-morrow that they are excused from appearing at
that time, I desire now to make a motion that the Com-
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the
Senate be discharged——

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I do not want a motion to
intervene at this time; I want to get through with the
pending bill,

Mr. NYE. I am giving notice of a motion I shall make.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator can enter his
motion now.

Mr. NYE. I enter a motion, which I shall ask to have
considered to-morrow upon the convening of the Senate,
that the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent
Expenses of the Senate be discharged from the further
consideration of Senate Resolution 381. I hope that, prior
to that time, the committee will have met and submitted a
report to the Senate upon the resolution.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from
North Dakota will be entered.

Mr. BLACK and Mr. NORRIS addressed the Chair.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah has the
floor. To whom does he yield?

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I want to submit a parlia-
mentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska will
state his parliamentary inguiry.

Mr. NORRIS. Has the Senator from North Dakota for-
mally entered his motion?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion has been entered.

Mr. NORRIS. Very well.

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah
yield to the Senator from Alabama?

Mr, SMOOT. For what purpose?

Mr. BLACE. I do not want the Senator to yield to me.
I want the floor as soon as there is a question before the
Senate on which I may speak.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah has the
floor.

Mr. SMOOT. I ask that the Senate may resume the con-
sideration of the Interior Department appropriation bill.

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R.
14675) making appropriations for the Department of the
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Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for
other purposes.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The pending amendment will be
stated.

The CHIEF CLEREK. On page 68, line 21, after the words
“sum of,” it is proposed to strike out *“ $93,000 ” and insert
“ $93,500."”

ALABAMA SENATORIAL ELECTION

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to engage
in any controversy with my colleague over the question which
he has raised, but I do feel that, since charges have been

made upon the floor with reference to the State which I

have the honor in part to represent, it would neither be
proper nor right for me to sit silent without any statement
whatever. Each Senator, of course, is entitled to have and
to express his own opinion, honestly entertained, upon ques-
tions concerning his State.

The statement has been made on the floor, in substance,
that an election in my State has been stolen. That, of
course, is an opinion. Any statement I may make is but
an opinion. I desire to say, however, that, in my judgment,
the election in Alabama was as fair as any election ever
held in any State in the United States. That, of course, is
my opinion, obtained from facts ascertained over the State
and from a participation in that campaign.

It also would not be proper to permit the inference to be
left that there is any effort upon the part of the Democrats
of Alabama to prevent a full, fair, and impartial investiga-
tion of that election. There is no such desire, either ex-
pressed or implied. As a matter of fact, the Democratic
executive committee of Alabama has unanimously adopted a
resolution inviting the Senate committee to make such in-
vestigation as it sees fit with reference to the election held
in that State. In addition to that, the Democratic candi-
date for the United States Senate has likewise joined in
requesting the Senate committee to make a full and fair
investigation of both sides in the Alabama election.

As I have said, it is not my intention nor is it my purpose
to engage in any controversy on the floor of the Senate with
reference to the facts charged, except to say that the peo-
ple of Alabama believe in fair elections; they conduct fair
elections; the laws of the State amply provide for protection
to every candidate and to every party.

So far as I am concerned, I favor fair elections in every
State in the Union, and if there is a question with reference
to an election where a Senator is involved I do not object
to an investigation in my own State nor to an investigation
in any other State. We should have investigations where
charges are made. However, I should consider it wholly im-
proper on my part in this body, which would be compelled
to pass upon a contest if a contest should be made, to at-
tempt to go into any of the facts surrounding the election
in my State. I do not believe that that should be done,
because if the Senate is later to determine upon a contest
they should do so as fair and impartial judges, each Senator
determining for himself upon the evidence which is pre-
sented; not upon opinion but upon substantial evidence,
whether or not a contest has been sustained, and who has
been selected to represent Alabama in the United States
Senate. I do not want any candidate in my State to have
a single vote to which that candidate is not entitled.

I would not have a single vote for any candidate or for
any party which was not fairly and honestly cast for that
candidate or that party. Any other position would be con-
trary to the first principles of good citizenship and good
government; but I do not think it would be either proper
or right for me, as one of the representatives of Alabama,
without desiring or intending to engage in any controversy,
to sit silently by and allow the statement to go unchallenged
that an election had been stolen in Alabama. If was an
opinion when expressed, and an opinion expressed by me
would likewise have the same effect. Neither could be
based upon all the evidence with reference o any election
in 67 counties.

As I said in the beginning, while my colleague has stated
that he believes the election was stolen, I am just as firmly
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convinced that the election was fair, and that when the in-
vestigation shall be conducted it will be so found beyond all
shadow of doubf. There are 67 counties in Alabama, and
I think that after the committee has investigated, as I
hope it will, it will be able to report that Alabamians believe
in fair elections and Alabamians conduct fair elections.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator
a question?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama
yield to the Senator from Arkansas?

Mr. BLACK. I yield.

Mr. CARAWAY. I just came in. I am a member of the
Committee on Privileges and Elections, and I wish to ask
has a contest been filed?

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, I do not understand that
as yet there is a contest, but I have understood from state-
ments made that there might be a contest. That is the
reason I took the position that it would not be right either
for me or anyone else—I do not know whether it would be
proper, according to the rules of the Senate, er not—to
attempt to argue the facts if a contest is to be filed, and
to present those facts by hearsay before the judges who may
later be called upon to determine who was elected to the
Senate from Alabama.

Mr. President, I send to the desk, and ask to have read,
a statement appearing in Alabama newspapers on yesterday,
being an interview by the Hon. W. C. Davis, who is at pres-

| ent the Lieutenant Governor of Alabama. Mr. Davis was a

candidate for Govermor of Alabama on the Democratic
ticket but he was defeated in the Democratic primaries.
This is a statement which is attributed to Mr. Davis in
yesterday's Alabama newspapers with reference to the elec-
tion. I desire the paper read at the desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secre=-
tary will read, as requested.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the newspaper statement
first be read.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

ErEcTION PROBE IN AraBama “ CoLbp TrAIL,” Says W. C. Davis—
LEUTENANT GovERNOR TELLS AARHUS THIS STaTE Nor LIKE
PENNSYLVANTIA

The special Senate committee on investigation of senatorial
campaign expenditures and the functions of that committee
might be necessary in States like Pennsylvania, Illinois, and
Colorado; anything that conduces to fair elections 1s desirable
and some States may need it, but in Alabama the committee is
“on a cold trail."

Lieut. Gov. W. C. Davis so stated yesterday to P. L. Aarhus,
representative of the special committee, when Mr. Aarhus sought
and obtained an interview with the lieutenant governor, who was
a candidate for governor in the Democratic primary last year.

Asked concerning the interview between himself and Mr. Aarhus
which was reported to have taken place, Lieutenant Governor
Davis said he had been interviewed by him and had expressed his
views to Mr. Aarhus as already indicated.

The committee representative then proceeded to ask him some
specific questions, Mr. Davis said, and to these queries he replied
that the best answer he could give as to his feelings regarding the
Democratic primary was that he was cne of the * victims,” and
accepted the results, thereafter doing all he could to carry its
mandate into effect and elect the Democratic nominees.

Mr. Aarhus then told him he “might have to subpena him,”
the lieutenant governor stated to which he replied that would be
all right with him and that he would answer any question the
committee might see fit to ask him.

“1 told him,” he added, " that the elections of the past year in
Alabamsa were as fair as men can hold, though slight irregularities
might have occurred here and there as they always do; and that
there is nothing concerning them that I or anyone else can com-
plain of "

Mr. Davis also told Mr. Aarnus that the person who was prin-
cipally responsible for the committee representative's coming to
Alabama, Senator J. THoMAs HEFLIN, is the man “ we all wanted
to beat,” adding: “ We were proud to do it, and did not take any
unfair means to do it.”

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, there is one part of that
statement to which I agree, and that is where Mr. Davis
says he is one of the victims. He is. In my judgment, he
was nominated in the primary for governor.

I do not think there is any doubt about his having been
nominated. I believe that he believes in his heart that he
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was nominated. Of course I know Mr. Davis. He is a very
fine fellow. He had to mortgage his house to help make his
campaign. He was very much in distress when it was over.
The influences that fought me did not want Mr. Davis to be
sore about the situation. I canvassed the State as it has not
been canvassed in my lifetime. There never have been such
crowds to hear a public man speak as the crowds that came
to hear me. As I said before, I was speaking to crowds of
three and four thousand when none of the opposition could
muster over 200, perhaps three or four hundred. I spoke in
the auditorium at Birmingham to 10,000 people. In the
same auditorium, a few days before that, all of the State
candidates and some of the county candidates spoke; and
they had 224 people by actual count. The opposition ticket
to me was defeated outright long before the election.

Since my colleague has gone into this matter—this is the
first time I have ever broached the subject on the floor of
the Senate—this investigation will disclose that in many
places the ballot-box burglars boasted that they were going
to steal the election from me. I myself was told by one or
two men in high office that I probably would be elected, but
that I would not get the election. I asked one of them,
“ What do you mean—that they will steal it? ” He said,
Ve

Mr. President, is it no serious thing to steal the election
from a Senator? If they get to where they can manipulate
your ballot box, good-bye! I believe this investigation will
disclose the most secretive method that has ever been dis-
closed, and the most dangerous one to the life of the Repub-
lic. It was not done out in the open. It was done in a
masterful way, and in secret.

My colleague may be of the opinion that Bankhead was
elected. I do not see how he can be of that opinion in
view of what he saw in physical appearances before him
every day, all over the States, for three months—three
months. For the last three weeks of the campaign I was
addressing these audiences out in the State of three and
four thousand, 10,000 in Birmingham, 12,000 in Montgom-
ery, and 10,000 at Mobile. I polled the audiences for three
weeks. When I finished I said, “All of you who are going
* to vote for me hold up your hands ”; and you never saw the
like of the hands that went up—practically everybody.
Then I said, “All of you who are going to vote for Mr.
BaxkaEAD hold up your hands ”; and frequently there were
none; sometimes one; never over a half dozen; less than
a hundred in three weeks. That is what occurred in my
State.

I am not reflecting upon the people of Alabama. I love
them and I am defending them. I am defending their right
to cast their ballots as they choose and have them counted
as cast. That is all I am asking.

What do you suppose Mr. Bankhead said when he asked
for this investigation? That request for this investigation
did not come from his heart. It was like Mr. Davis's state-
ment, made for the purpose of keeping down an investiga-
tion. Do you not know that that statement does not sound
like it wants an investigation, although it says it does?
All this is done to keep you from backing me and having
an investigation. They want to cover up this thing. They
want to say to you, “Why, Bankhead himself is asking
for it.” Yes; he is, with a vengeance—and the others down
there. “ Why, even Davis says he is defeated.” ¥Yes; he
said that after the primary; but in the first speech he made
he was so mad that he never even mentioned the name of
the candidate who beat him in the primary, or who got the
benefit of the choice, nor Bankhead’s name.

Mr. Bankhead, in his statement to the committee, if I
recall correctly, said—listen to this: “ Senator HerFrin had
representatives in the ballot box wherever he had a known
follower.” What do you think of that? A candidate is
entitled to representation in every box. In many boxes I
had no representation; and at many boxes the watchers
were not permitted to stand behind the man who called off
the tickets and watch to see if he was calling them off

properly.
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Here is just an incident. I am not going into the details.
The daughter of a former chief justice of the supreme court
of my State wrote me a letter the other day in Birmingham,
the home of my colleague. She said that when she voted
her number was 330, and the returning officer returned 167
votes polled at that place. It was a big box, and she voted,
and her number was 330.

I am not reflecting on the people of my State. God bless
them! They stood by me and elected me against ail the
machinery that could be had. They even marshaled every
candidate for Congressman and my colleague, 11 of them

.on the stump; and over that State such a tidal wave of the

party has never swept. Why, I spoke one night at Syla-
cauga, and my colleague spoke 17 miles away from there at
Good Water. I addressed 3,500 people, and he had 243. I
had them counted, and had the message sent to me. That
is what went on in the State.

I know what has transpired. All I want is an investiga-
tion. If Mr. Bankhead says he wants it, then why not have
it? I do not think he wants it. I do not think Bill Davis
wants it. Of course, it is all over with Bill Davis, and he is
one of the victims. He told the truth in that statement.
He is one of the victims.

Senators, they used expressions like this: “ HerrIv is going
to win. You can not keep him from winning.” *“ That is
all right. We are going to elect him. You cast the votes,
and we will count them.” We will show that.

Since this has been gone into, let me tell you what was
said to a former member of the legislature of my State after
the election of 1928. I have said here before that they stole
the election for Al Smith in Alabama, and they did. In my
judgment, if the people had just been let alone, every South-
ern State would have gone against Smith—every one. But
this member of the Ilegislature, who supported Hoover
against Smith, was in Montgomery in the Exchange Hotel,
talking to a Democrat from south Alabama, and a gentle-
man walked up and shook hands with this fellow and said,
“My hat is off to you. You saved the State. You carried
it for Smith.” This fellow said, “ Yes; I guess you know we
had to steal it.”

Mr. President, so help me God, I am going to have my
State done with ballot-box thieves; and I am not reflecting
upon the people of my State. I am fighting for them. I
want the men and women who went to the polls to have
their votes counted as they were cast. If the count discloses
that I was defeated, I will accept it manfully; but until the
facts show it I will not believe that I did not defeat John
Bankhead by 100,000 majority.

No, Mr. President; I am not reflecting upon the people of
my State. The people of my State believe in fair elections,
and I am going to help to get them. I believe we can convict
100 men in one county. I will not call the name of the
county, but I believe that we can convict a hundred of them.

What would you think if I were to tell you that they
marked their ticket before they handed it to the voter in
some places? An honest voter, with our emblem over in the
righthand corner and theirs in the left, goes in there and
marks his ticket, and folds it up and hands it in; and when
they take it out they say, “ Look there! He has voted both
tickets. Therefore you can not count that ballot.” I tell
you that that was done in my State. Is that a fair election?

The people in my State do not approve that sort of thing.
I do not approve it. If they had defeated me honestly, they
would have been rejoicing all over the State next day; but
do you know what the situation was? It was like Sunday.
Everything was quiet. There was no rejoicing anywhere. I
asked a man, “ How do you account for that?” He said,
“ Did you ever see a fellow going down the street with stolen
goods hollering, saying he had them?” They knew they
had stolen goods.

Mr. President, I am doing this in the interest of clean
and fair elections. If you go info this thing, you will have
some things disclosed to you that you do not know about
in politics. You will have some things disclosed to you
that will be of value in 1932 in the presidential campaign.
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Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator
a question?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ala-
bama yield to the Senator from Arkansas?

Mr. HEFLIN. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. CARAWAY. I am not projecting myself into this
controversy; but I wish to ask a question, because I have
read the resolution under which the Nye committee has
been functioning. I seriously doubt if it has the authority
to impound the ballots and count them, and I desire to
call the Senator’s attention to that. If he wants the bal-
lots counted he had better ask for authority to do it, be-
cause I do not think the Nye committee has any authority
to do it.

Mr. HEFLIN. I thank the Senator. I have thought
about that to some extent. I think myself they have the
authority, but the Senator may be right. If they have not
the authority, I understand that the Senator from Nebraska
[Mr. Norrisl will probably offer an amendment giving
them the authority. They ought to have the authority to
go into every ballot box everywhere where there was fraud
and corruption.

The idea of empowering the committee to trail fraud
and corruption to the ballot box, and stop there. It is
ridiculous. If there is fraud and corruption in the box,
the committee ought to be permitted to go into the box.

Mr. President, the ballot box is the ark of the covenant in
our political affairs, and if people can tamper with that
and nominate men and elect men by methods which are
crooked and corrupt, we have reached a dangerous poinf
in the life of our country.

I am asking for a clean and fair election in my State.
I know how that State went. I have canvassed it for 30
years. I have never had such multitudes as I had in the
last campaign. There has never been a campaign like if,
where the verdict was foretold as clearly as it was in my
State.

Let me bring this to the attention of the Senate before
I take my seat: In 1920, when I was a candidate in the
primaries, the newspaper boys wrote down there, as they
do in the various States, to find out just what was going
to happen in the primary. They prognosticated my nomina-
tion. They said they had consulted various sources, and
that I would be nominated. I was nominated. During the
last primary they did the same thing, and they prognosti-
cated my nomination. Even Mr. Bargeron said that I
would win as certainly as that the sun rises in the east and
sets in the west. And then my opponent turned up with
50,000 majority!

Senators, let me tell you something about that ballot-box
bunch in my State. I am not reflecting upon the people
of my State, only upon those who behind the scenes secretly
stole the election from the people of my State. They are
the people about whom I am talking. You will find out
something about them and their tactics when you make this
investigation.

If this investigation does not disclose that the election
was stolen by from 50,000 to 100,000, I will be the worst-mis-
taken man in the world. They could have given this man
75,000 majority just as easily as they gave him 50,000, It
is said that they intended to give him but 10,000, but they
were afraid that if I investigated I would get behind 10,000,
Then the suggestion came, “ If you make it 50,000, Senator
Herrin will just drop it and will not go behind it.” But they
do not know me. I know they could make it 50,000 as
easily as they could make it 10,000, and I know as well as
I know anything that I won that election in Alabama and
won it by the biggest majority any Senator ever received
in that State. I won it over Raskob’s money, and you will
find a chunk of it down there that will startle you. You
will find him mixed up in the primary in my State. Talk
about owning the party! His edict went forth that I was
to be read out of the party in Alabama, and they read me
out. Then I took the cause to the people, and there has
never been such a response amongst the masses in my life-
time as I had in Alabama. Then it winds up by this man
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getting 50,000 majority, a man who was supported by the
Power Trust. You will find something interesting along
that line if you make this investigation.

Mr. President, I must tell a story. Mr. Bankhead said,
“ Come on with the investigation. Go all around and in-
vestigate.” Even my colleague says he wants a thorough
investigation. I thank him from the bottom of my heart
for his enthusiastic cooperation! [Laughter.]

Old Truman, a fine old negro from Hot Springs, Ark., told
me about a negro who lived down in an open field by him-
self. He had a cabin with one room to it. A farmer missed
a shoat weighing 90 pounds. They searched high and low
and could not find it. Finally, the sheriff said to his deputy,
“Let’s go over to old Rastus’s house. Do you reckon he
could have stolen it? ” The deputy said, “ He may have.”
They went over there and found Rastus sitting in the middle
of the floor rocking a little pine cradle. He had quilts
tucked in at head, foot, and sides and he was sitting there
rocking it:

Little baby, don’t you cry;
You'll be an angel by and by.

They walked in and said: “ Rastus, Mr. Jones lost a shoat,
and we are looking for it.” .

He said: “ Dere you go accusin’ the old nigger of stealing.
That’s mighty hard on him. But I welcomes a search.
Just go ahead and search around all you please. It hurts
my heart to think you accuse me like that, because I don't
believe in stealing at all. But go ahead and make your
search, gentlemen, just go ahead.” They went around and
searched in the closets and around the house, but they did
not find the hog. They came up and said: “ What have
you in that cradle? ” He said: “ It's my baby, and he’s got
pneumonia. If the air hits him, he's gone. I can’t let the
air hit him.” They said: “Let’s see him.” He said: “ No,
sir. The minute you put the air to him he’s gone.” They
said: “ Well, we are going to see him.” He said: “ Well,
don't let me see it. I don't want to see my baby die. Let
me get out of here.” While they were pulling the quilts
back old Rastus beat it across the field, moving with the
speed of the wind. But when they pulled the quilts back,
there was old Rastus’s baby, Mr. Jones’s shoat. [Laughter.]

Make this investigation in Alabama and we will take the
quilts off of their baby.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. HEFLIN. I yield.

Mr. CARAWAY. I knew that old negro. He came from
over in Alabama, and he had just been in Arkansas a week.
[Laughter.]

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROFPRIATIONS

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R.
14675) making appropriations for the Department of the
Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for
other purposes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment on page 68, line 21.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 68, line 25, to strike
out “$45,000"” and insert in lieu thereof “ $45,500,” so as
to read:

The sum of $93,500 is hereby appropriated out of the principal
funds to the credit of the Confederated Bands of Ute Indians,
the sum of $48,000 of sald amount for the benefit of the Ute
Mountain (formerly Navajo Springs) Band of said Indians in
Colorado, and the sum of 845,500 of said amount for the Ulntah,
White River, and Uncompahgre Bands of Ute Indians in Utah,
which sums shall be charged to said bands, and the Secretary of
the Interior is also authorized to withdraw from the Treasury the
accrued interest to and including June 30, 1831, on the funds of
the said Confederated Bands of Ute Indians appropriated under
the act of March 4, 1913 (37 Stat. 934), and to expend or dis-
tribute the same for the purpose of administering the property
of and promoting self-support among the said Indians, under such
regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may presecribe: Pro-
vided, That none of the funds in this paragraph shall be expended
on road construction unless preference shall be given to Indians
in the employment of labor on all roads constructed from the
sums herein appropriated from the funds of the Confederated
Bands of Utes.

The amendment was agreed fo.
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The next amendment was, under the heading “ Bureau of
Reclamation,” on page 77, line 18, after the figures “ 1931,”
to strike out “ for cleaning up Jackson Lake Reservoir in
Wyoming, in cooperation with the National -Park Service,
$50,000, either by direct expendifure or b. transfer to the
National Park Service to be available until expended: Pro-
vided, That the expenditure from the reclamation fund for
such clean-up shall not be charged as a part of the construc-
tion or operation and maintenance cost payable by the water
users under the project, but shall be offset and recouped
from revenues from the rentals of storage from the reser-
voir: Provided further,” so as to read:

Minidoka project, Idaho: For operation and maintenance, re-
served works, $29,000; continuation of construction gravity exten-
sion unit, $250,000, together with the unexpended balance of the
appropriation for this purpose for the fiscal year 1831.

Mr. KENDRICK. Mr, President, I want to offer just a
word of explanation about this amendment.

It will be observed that this appropriation is to be em-
ployed in removing the dead timber from Jackson Lake.
When the bill was under consideration by the committee
this item was stricken out on my motion. I had no objec-
.tion at the time, and certainly have no objection now, to
the removal of this timber; in fact, this work should have
been done many years ago, and by those who were respon-
sible for the situation. I did object to the plan and the
language in the item as proposed.

For the information of the Senate, I will explain briefly.
Originally Jackson Lake was both in itself and in its sur-
roundings one of the gems among Rocky Mountain lakes.
The present situation was developed through the action of
promoters of an irrigation project located across the line
in the State of Idaho. In order to increase the storage ca-
pacity of the lake, the water line was raised to a much
higher level than the original line. As a result of this hun-
dreds of acres of beautiful timber, which in its original state
grew down to the very edge of the the lake, were flooded and
killed. This timber has since fallen, and it is estimated that
a thousand acres of dead, water-soaked timber continues to
drift back and forth across the lake, like a vast, unsightly
derelict, desecrating the landscape; it is an offense to the
eye and outrage not only upon those who live in that sec-
tion but upon thousands of visitors who annually pass
that way.

This is the result of reclamation work, and it would seem
to be the duty of those responsible for the evil to correct the
same. It will be noted on page 77, line 18, that the pro-
vision in the bill as it came from the House was as follows:

For cleaning up Jackson Lake Reservoir in Wyoming, in co-
operation with the National Park Service, $50,000, either by direct
expenditure or by transfer to the National Park Service, to be
available until expended: Provided, That the expenditure from the
reclamation fund for such clean-up shall not be charged as a part
of the construction or operation and maintenance cost payable by

the water users under the project, but shall be offset and recouped
from revenues from the rentals of storage from the reservoir.

In this connection it may be worth while to state that
Jackson Lake, while very near to the Teton National Park,
is not included in the park. Moreover, Mr. President, the
people of Wyoming are strongly opposed to any further
park extension in our State. They believe that they have
contributed not merely generously, but magnificently, to the
Nation’s system of playgrounds. Because of the definite
views on this subject held by the people of Wyoming, and
because of what occurred in a recent discussion of the
question, I am unwilling to permit any action here that
would becloud the issue or prejudice the situation in favor
of park extension.

Since action was taken by the committee I have had an
opportunity to discuss the matter personally with the Hon.
Horace M. Albright, Director of our National Park Service,
and he has assured me the language used was without
significance, except that the Reclamation Bureau had re-
quested him to cooperate in the removal of this timber
purely on the ground of economic results in prosecuting the
work.
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In the light of this information, I now withdraw my ob-
jection, and move that the two amendments, which are cor=
related, the one on page 77, beginning at line 18 and extend-
ing to the first two words in line 3 on page 78, and the
amendment on page 97, beginning with line 18 and extend-
ing to line 23, be restored to the bill.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, so that I may understand
the request of the Senator, if we disagree to this amend-
ment on page 77, does the Senator desire that we disagree
to the amendment on page 977

Mr. EENDRICEK. I do. The two amendments are cor-
related.

Mr. SMOOT. Then I ask that the Senate disagree to
the amendment on page 77.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I would like to ask the Senator
from Wyoming a question. I have had some protests against
what is claimed to be the unfair and progressive movement
upon the part of the National Park Service to incorporate
within somie Federal park territory within the State of
Wyoming. I understand that quite recently an effort was
made to have incorporated within a Federal park some
territory which the people of the Senator’s State were
very much opposed to. Is that involved at all in this
matter?

Mr, EENDRICK. If it is not involved, there was good
reason for the assumption that it was involved, and that is
why I had the provision stricken out in the committee when
we were considering it. The senior Senator from Utah has
moved to have the provision reinstated, and I ask that the
motion be agreed to.

Mr. KING. The statement made to me by the Director
of the National Park Service is, in effect, that the only pur-
pose in asking the cooperation of the park authorities is
because of the fact that they are situated very near the
lake involved, and the object to be attained is to secure
economical results in removing the timber.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator
just one question? He spoke about the raising of the level
of the lake causing the destruction of the timber. Was that
a Government operation?

Mr. KENDRICEK. It was originally a private operation.
It was originated by a private company and later on the
Government took it over and it is now a Government recla=
mation project; that is to say, the reservoir provides water
for people in another State. As I have already said, it
constituted for years and years an imposition on the people
of my State. It ought never to have been allowed to stay
there more than long enough to take off the timber. I am
informed by no less a person than the superintendent of
parks that it is his judgment that if it had been done in
advance, the timber could have heen removed for a cost not
to exceed $10,000. As I have already said, it should have
been done years ago. I am willing for it to be done now
with that kind of an understanding.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment of the committee.

“‘The amendment was rejected.

Mr. KENDRICK. Did the Senator from Utah move to
reinstate the item?

Mr. SMOOT. No; we merely disagreed to the amendment.
By disagreeing to the amendment the item is reinstated.
The same amendment on page 97 should be rejected. Let
it be stated now.

The Cuier CLErRx. On page 97, line 17, after the word
“work,” the committee proposes to strike out “including
not exceeding $50,000 for cleaning up Jackson Lake in co-
operation with the Bureau of Reclamation, either by direct
expenditure or by transfer to' the reclamation fund for
expenditure under the direction of the Commissioner of
Reclamation for the purposes for which appropriated, said
amount for such clean-up to remain available until ex-
pended, $76,100 " and insert “ $26,220.”

Mr. BRATTON. That amendment should be disagreed to.

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; I desire that that amendment be
rejected.
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment.

The amendment was rejected.

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations
was, on page 78, line 9, to strike out “ $329,000 ” and insert
“ $2179,000,” so as to make the proviso read:

Provided, That not to exceed $50,000 from the power revenues
shall be available during the fiscal year 1832 for the operation of
the commercial system and not to exceed $125,000 from power

reventes shall be available during the fiscal year 1932 for continu-
ation of construction, south side division; in all, $279,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 84, line 18, to reduce
the total appropriation from the reclamation fund from
$6,971,000 to $6,521,000. -

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the heading * Geological
Survey, salaries,” on page 86, at the end of line 4, to strike
out “ $150,000 " and insert “ $150,080,"” so as to read:

For the Director of the Geological Survey and other personal
services in the District of Columbia, $150,080.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 87, line 7, to increase
the appropriation for topographic surveys in various por-
tions of the United States from $780,000 to $750,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 88, line 5, to increase
the appropriation for continuation of the investigation of
the mineral resources of Alaska from $84,500 to $85 000.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 83, line 15, after the
words “in all,” to strike out “ $711,000 " and insert * $720,-
000,” so as to read:

For gaging streams and determining the water supply of the
United States, the Investigation of underground currents and ar-
tesian wells, and the preparation of reports upon the best meth-
ods of utilizing the water resources, $872,000; for operation and
maintenance of the Lees Ferry, Ariz, gaging station and other
base-gaging stations in the Colorado River drainage, $48,000; in
all, $720,000, of which amount not to exceed $160,000 may be
expended for personal services in the District of Columbia.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 89, at the end of line
10, to strike out “ $199,000 ” and insert “ $200,000,” so as to
read:

For the examination and cassification of lands with respect to
mineral character, water resources, and agricultural utility as re-
quired by the public land laws and for related administrative
operatlons; for the preparation and publication of land classifica-
tion maps and reports; for engineering supervision of power
permits and grants under the jurisdiction of the Secretary of the
Interior; and for performance of work of the Federal Power Com-
mission, $200,000, of which amount not to exceed $125,000 may be
expended for personal services in the District of Columbia.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 90, line 4, after the
word “thereto,” to strike out *$270,000” and insert
“$275,000,” so as to make the paragraph read:

For the enforcement of the provisions of the acts of October
20, 1914 (U. 8. C., title 48, sec. 435), October 2, 1917 (U. 8. C,,
title 30, sec. 141), February 25, 1920 (U. 8. C,, title 30, sec. 181),

.and March 4, 1921 (U. 8. C,, title 48, sec. 444), and other acts
relating to the mining and recovery of minerals on Indian and
public lands and naval petroleum reserves; and for every other
expense incident thereto, including supplies, equipment, expenses
of travel and subsistence, the construction, maintenance, and
repair of necessary camp bulldings and appurtenances thereto,
$275,000, of which amount not to exceed $40,000 may be expended
for personal services in the District of Columbia.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 91, line 11, before the
word “mapping,” to strike out * topographic,” so as to
read:

During the fiscal year 1932, upon the request of the Secretary
of the Interior, the Secretary of War or the Secretary of the Navy
is authorized to furnish aerial photographs required for mapping
projects, in so far as the I of such photographs will be
economical to the Federal Government and does not conflict with
military or naval rations or the other parts of the regular
tralning program the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps fiylng
services, and the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to reim-
burse the War or Navy Department for the cost of making the
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photographs, such cost to be confined to the actual cost of gaso-
line, oil, film, paper, chemicals, and the labor performed in de-
veloplng the photographic negatives and the printing of copies
of photographs, and the per diem expenses of the personnel
authorized by law, together with such incidental expenses as
care and minor repairs to plane and transportation of personnel
to and from projects, and the War Department or the Navy De-
partment, on the request of the Department of the Interior, is
authorized to furnish coples to any State, county, or municipal
agency cooperating with the Federal Government in the mapping
project for which the photographs were taken. In the event that
the Director of the Geological Survey deems it advantageous to
the Government, the Geclogical Survey is authorized to contract
with civilian aerial photographic concerns for the furnishing of
such photographs.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 92, at the end of line
15, to increase the total appropriation for the Geological
Survey from $3,132,740 to $3,158,320.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the two amendments which
were rejected make it necessary that this total be corrected.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the clerk will
correct the fotal.

The next amendment was, under the heading “ National
Park Service,” on page 93, line 8, after the figures “ 1883,”
to strike out “ $167,400 ” and insert “ $167,770,” so as to make
the paragraph read:

For the Director of the National Park Service and other personal
services In the District of Columbia, including accounting services
in checking and verifying the accounts and records of the various
operators, licensees, and permittees conducting utilities and other
enterprises within the national parks and monuments, and includ-
ing the sorvices of specialists and experts for investigations and
examinations of lands to determine their suitability for national
park and national monument purposes and members of the com-
mission appointed under the provisions of the act of February 21,
1025 (43 Stat. 959): Provided, That such speclalists and experts
may be employed for temporary service at rates to be fixed by the
Secretary of the Interlor to correspond to those established by the
classification act of 1923, as amended, and without reference to
the civil service act of January 16, 1883, $167,770, of which amount
not to exceed $22,500 may be expended for the services of fleld
employees engaged in examination of lands and in developing
the educational work of the National Park Service.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 94, line 2, after the
word “including,” to strike out *“$3,000” and insert
“ $3,100 ”; in line 10, after the word “ work,” to strike out
* $53,600 » and insert “ $53,900 ”; and at the end of line 14,
to strike out “ $61,600 ” and insert “ $61,900,” so as to make
the paragraph read: y

Acadia National Park, Me.: For administration, protection, and
maintenance, including $3,100 for George B. Dorr as superin-
tendent, 83.000 for temporary clerical services for investigation of
titles and preparation of abstracts thereof of lands donated to the
United States for inclusion in the Acadia National Park, and not
exceeding $3,100 for the purchase, maintenace, operation, and
repair of motor-driven passenger-carrying vehicles for the use of
the superintendent and employees in connection with general park
work, $53,000; for the construction of physical improvements,
$8,000, of which not exceeding $1,600 shall be available for one
ranger cabin, $600 for a shelter cabin, and $5,800 for improvements
to the Homan's residence; in all, $61,900.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 94, line 20, after the
word “ work,” to strike out “ $10,300 ” and insert “ $10,420,”
and in line 23, after the words “in all,” to strike out
“$20,000” and insert *$20,120,” so as to make the para-
graph read:

Bryce Canyon Natlonal Park, Utah: For administration, protec-
tion, and maintenance, including not exceeding $300 for the main-
tenance, operation, and repair of motor-driven passenger-carrying
vehicles for the use of the superintendent and employees in con-
nection with the general park work, $10,420; for construction of
physical improvements, $9,700, of which $5,000 shall be available
for a dormitory, $2,500 for a mess house, $1,200 for employees’
quarters; in all, $20,120.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 95, line 5, after the
word ‘ work,” to strike out “ $93,000” and insert * $93,140,”
and in line 11, after the words “in all,” to strike out
*$150,100 ” and insert “ $150,240,” so as to read:

Carlsbad Caverns National Park, N. Mex.: For administration,
protection, and malntenance, including $5,000 for water-supply

investigations and necessary tests and not exceeding $800 for the
maintenance, operation, and repair of motor-driven passenger-
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carrying vehicles for the use of the superintendent and employees
in connection with general park work, $93,140; for construction of
physical improvements, $57,100, including $25,000 for surface
structure for passenger elevator, and not exceeding 822,100 for the
construction of buildings, of which not exceeding $3,600 shail be
available for an equipment shed, $8,600 for three employees' quar-
ters, and $5,200 for a bunk house; in all, $150,240.

The amendment was agreed to. _
- The next amendment was, on page 95, line 22, after the
name “ Crater Lake National Park,” to strike out “$52,300 "
and insert “ $52,720,” and on page 96, line 3, after the words
“in all,” to strike out “ $106,900 " and insert “ $107,320,” so
as to read:

. Crater Lake National Park, Oreg.: For administration, protec-
tion, and maintenance, including not exceeding $2,000 for the pur-
chase, maintenance, operation, and repair of motor-driven passen-
ger-carrying vehicles for the use of the superintendent and em-
ployees in connection with general park work, and including
$1,000 for the purchase from Will G. Steel of historical scrapbooks
relating to Crater Lake National Park, $52,720; for construction of
physical improvements, $54.600, of which not exceeding $30,000
shall be available for electric power development, and including
not exceeding $7,500 for the construction of buildings, of which
$2,200 shall be available for an employees’' quarters, 2,000 for a
comiort station, $3,000 for an addition to a utility unit; in all,
$107,320. i

The amendment was agreed to. :

The next amendment was, on page 96, line 5, after the
word “maintenance,” to strike out “ $17,100” and insert
“ $17,220,” and in line 8, after the words “in all,” to strike
out “ $21,900 ” and insert “ $22,020,” so as to read:

General Grant National Park, Calif.: For administration, protec-
tion, and maintenance, $17,220; for construction of physical im-
provements, $4,800, of which not exceeding §1,900 shall be avail-
able for a comfort station; in all, $22,020.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 86, line 18, after the
word “ work,” to strike out “ $210,000” and insert “ $210,-
740,” and in line 22, after the words “ in all,” to strike out
“ $256,500 ” and insert “ $257,240,” so as to make the para-
graph read:

Glacier National Park, Mont.: For administration, protection,
and maintenance, including necessary repairs to the roads from
Glacier Park Station through the Blackfeet Indian Reservation to
various points in the boundary line of the Glacier National Park
and the international boundary, including not exceeding $1,300
for the purchase, maintenance, operation, and repair of motor-
driven passenger-carrying vehicles for the use of the superin-
tendent and employees in connection with general park work,
$210,740; for comstruction of physical improvements, $46,500, in-
cluding not exceeding $19,300 for the construction of buildings, of
which not exceeding $3,5600 shall be available for a ranger station,
£6.600 for four comfort stations, $1,5600 for a shelter cabin; in all,
$257,240.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 97, line 4, after the
word “ work,” to strike out “ $131,500” and insert “ $132,-
520,” and in line 11, to strike out “ $172,200” and insert
* $173,220,” so as to make the paragraph read:

Grand Canyon National Park, Ariz.: For administration, protec-
tion, and maintenance, including not exceeding $2,600 for the
purchase, maintenance, operation, and repair of motor-driven
passenger-carrying vehicles for the use of the superintendent and
employees in connection with general park work, $132,620; for con-
struction of physical improvements, $40,700, including not exceed-
ing $27,400 for the conmstruction of buildings, of which not ex-
ceeding $11,700 shall be available for three employees' quarters,
$1.900 for a comfort station, $1,300 for completion of a ranger
station, $3,500 for a bunkhouse, $3,500 for a mess house, $1,500
for a barn and equipment shed; in all, $173,220.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 97, in line 24, after
the words “in all,” to strike out “$76,750” and insert
$26,870,” so as to make the paragraph read:

Grand Teton National Park, Wyo.: For administration, protec-
tion, and maintenance, including not exceeding $650 for the main-
tenance, operation, and repair of motor-driven passenger-carrying
vehicles for the use of the superintendent and employees in con-
nection with general park work, including not exceeding $50,000
for cleaning up Jackson Lake in cooperation with the Bureau of
Reclamation either by direct expenditure or by transfer to the
reclamation fund, for expenditure under the direction of the
commissioner of reclamation for the purposes for which appro-
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priated, said amount for such clean up to remain available until
expended, $76,100; for construction of physical improvements,
$650; in all, $26,870.

Mr. SMOOT. That total should be corrected.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the clerk
will be authorized to correct the total.

The next amendment was, on page 98, line 15, after the
word “ work,” to strike out “ $34,700 ” and insert “ $35,000,”
and at the end of line 19 to strike out “ $54,600 ” and insert
“ $54,900,” so as to make the paragraph read:

Hawail National Park: For administration, protection, and
maintenance, including not exceeding $600 for the maintenance,
operation, and repair of motor-driven passenger-carrying vehicles
for the use of the superintendent and employees in connection
with general park work, $35,000; for construction of physical
improvements, $19,900, of which not exceeding £6,600 shall be
available for two employees’ quarters, $8,800 for an administra-
tion buliding, $4,500 for a residence for the United States com-
missioner; in all, $54,900

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 98, line 25, after the
word *“ work,” to strike out * $85,300 ” and insert “ $86,340,”
and on page 99, line 3, to strike out “ $89,300 ” and insert
“ $80,340,” so as to make the paragraph read:

Hot Springs National Park, Ark.: For administration, protec-
tion, maintenance, and improvement, including not exceeding
$1,830 for the purchase, maintenance, operation, and repair of
motor-driven passenger-carrying vehicles for the use of the super-
intendent and employees in connection with general park work,
$86,340; for construction of physical improvements, $4,000, of
which £3,500 shall be avallable for an employee's quarters; in all,
£90,340.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 99, line 9, after the
word “ work,” to strike out * $31,300 ” and insert “ $31,480,”
and in line 14 to strike out * $50,300 ” and insert “ $50,480,”
so as to make the paragraph read:

Lassen Volcanic National Park, Calif.: For administration, pro-
tection, and maintenance, including not exceeding $200 for the
maintenance, operation, and repair of motor-driven passenger-
carrying vehicles for the use of the superintendent and employees
in connection with general park work, $31,480; for construction of
physical improvements, $19,000, including not exceeding #$3,300
for an employee's quarters, $1,650 for an equipment shed, $1,650
for a barn, $8,900 for water and sewer systems, and not exceeding
$500 for continuation of a telephone line; in all, $50,480.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 99, line 20, after the
word “ work,” to strike out “ $53,000 ” and insert “ $53,200,”
and at the end of line 23 to strike out “ $57,300 ” and insert
“ $57,500,” so as to make the paragraph read:

Mesa Verde National Park, Colo.: For administration, protec-
tion, and maintenance, including not exceeding $1,776 for the
purchase, maintenance, operation, and repair of motor-driven
passenger-carrying vehicles for the use of the superintendent and
employees in connection with general park work, $53,200; for con-
struction of physical improvements, 4,300, of which $2,500 shall
be available for employees' quarters, $1,200 for an addition to the
ranger’s quarters; in all, 857,500.

The amendmeni was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 99, line 25, after the
word “ maintenance,” to strike .out “$28,000” and insert
“$28.120,” and on page 100, line 2, to strike out “ $31,100"” -
and insert *“ $31,220,” so as to make the paragraph read:

Mount McKinley National Park, Alaska: For administration, pro-

tection, and maintenance, $28,120; for construction of physical im=
provements, $3,100; in all, $31,220.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 100, line 8, after the
word “ work,” to strike out “ $137,600 ” and insert “ $138,020,”
and at the end of line 13, to strike out “ $195,000 ” and insert
“ $195,420,” so as to make the paragraph read:

Mount Rainier National Park, Wash.: For administration, pro-
tection, and maintenance, including not exceeding £2,700 for the
purchase, maintenance, operation, and repair of motor-driven
passenger-carrying vehicles for the use of the superintendent and
employees in connection with general park work, $138,020; for
construction of physical improvements, $57,400, including not ex-
ceeding $22,800 for the construction of buildings, of which not




1931 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 2247

| exceeding $1,200 shall be available for completion of a 'checklng
| station, $5,500 for two employees' quarters, $14,800, for five comfort
stations; in all, $185,420.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 101, line 6, after the
word “ work,” to strike out “ $95,000” and insert “ $95,500,”
and in line 11, after the words “ in all,” to strike out “ $118,-

1800 ” and insert *“ $119,300,” so as to make the paragraph
Iread:

Rocky Mountain National Park, Colo.: For administration, pro=-
tection, and maintenance, including not exceeding $2,100 for the
purchase, maintenance, operation, and repair of motor-driven
passenger-carrying vehicles for the use of the superintendent and
employees in connection with general park work, §05,5600; for
construction of physical improvements, $23,800, including not ex-
ceeding $16,800 for the construction of buildings, of which not
exceeding, $4,400 shall be avallable for road camp buildings, $4,800
for an employees’ quarters, $3,000 for two shelter cabins, $2,000
for a ranger station; in all, $119,300.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 101, line 18, after the
word “ work,” to strike out *“$112,300™ and insert “ $112,-
960,” and in line 25, to strike out “ $156,900"” and insert
“ 157,560,” so as to make the paragraph read:

Sequoia National Park, Calif.: For administration, protection,
and maintenance, including not exceeding $2,600 for the purchase,
maintenance, operation, and repair of motor-driven passenger-
carrying vehicles for the use of the superintendent and employees
in connection with general park work, $112,960; for construction of
physical improvements, $44,600, including not exceeding $16,500 for
the construction of buildings, of which not exceeding $4,200 shall
be available for an employees’ quarters, $2,700 for two comfort sta-
tions, $4,800 for a ranger cabin, $2,000 for an addition to the super-
intendent’s residence, $2,000 for completion of the administration
building; in all, $157,660.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 102, line 6, after the
word “ work,” to strike out ““ $18,000 ” and insert “ $18,180,”
and at the end of line 9, to strike out * $25,200 ” and insert
“ $25,380,” so as to make the paragraph read:

Wind Cave National Park, S. Dak.: For administration, protection,
and maintenance, including not exceeding $800 for the purchase,
maintenance, operatlon, and repalr of motor-driven passenger-
carrying vehicles for the use of the superintendent and employees
in connection with general park work, $18,180; for construction
of physical improvements, $7,200, including not exceeding #3,000
for the construction of a mess house, 3,500 for an employees’
quarters, §700 for a garage; in all, $25,380.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 102, line 22, after the
words “ buffalo keepers,” to strike out “ $§462,800 ” and insert
“ $466,580,” and on page 103, at the end of line 6, to strike
out “ $560,800 " and insert “ $564,580,” so as to make the
paragraph read:

Yellowstone National Park, Wyo.: For administration, protec-
tion, and maintenance, including not exceeding $7,700 for the
purchase, maintenance, operation, and repair of motor-driven pas-
senger-carrying vehicles for the use of the superintendent and
employeea in connection with general park work, not exceeding
$8,400 for maintenance of the road in the national forest leading
out of the park from the east boundary, not exceeding $7,500 for
maintenance of the road in the national forest leading out of the
park from the south boundary, and including feed for buffalo
and other animals and salaries of buffalo keepers, $466,580; for
construction of physical improvements, $88,000, including not ex-
ceeding $59,000 for extension of water and sewer systems, not
exceeding $5,000 for auto camps, and not exceeding $32,000 for
the construction of buildings, of which not exceeding $1,800 shall
be available for a comfort station, $2,300 for a mess house, 1,700
for a bunk house, 4,800 for an incinerator, $4,000 for an addition
to Lake Ranger Station, $2,800 for a checking station, 13,000 for
two employees' quarters; in all, $564,580.

Mr, KING. Mr, President, I have had a number of com-
plaints—whether justified or not I do not pretend to state—
with reference to the methods employed in handling the
park, complaints as to extravagance and waste. There have
been complaints alleging that charges have been too great
and obstacles have been interposed to free access to the
park; that concessions have been made, all of which it was
contended were against the best interests of the public and
harmful to the best use of the park for the great mass of
the people. I want to ask my colleague whether the com-
mittee, in the consideration of the appropriation bill, ex-

amined into the appropriation and the justification for the
very large amount asked? ’

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to my colleague that this is the
first intimation I have had that there was any complaint as
to Yellowstone Park. We did not ask the director whether
there had been any complaint. If I had known anything
about it, I should have taken pleasure in asking him about it.
But this is the first intimation I have had that there was
complaint.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, will the Senator
indicate the nature of the complaint?

Mr. EING. The complaints were that there were too
many employees during the season; that persons who went
into the park were denied privileges to which they thought
they were entitled; that camping restrictions were too se-
vere; that concessions were made which operated to the'
disadvantage of the general public that might desire to go!
there; that it was kind of a monopoly. :

Mr. WALSH of Montana. With respect to the number
of employees, they are of the hotel company and not of the
Government.

Mr. KING. I am inclined to think some of the complaints '
ought to have been lodged rather against the transportation
company. Indeed, some of them were. Ii-was complained
that concessions were given to the transpc.iation company
or companies showing a sort of favoritism.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Of course, the concessions are,
as a matter of fact, a monopoly. I have, myself, been op-
posed to that policy, but it seems to be thoroughly deter-
mined and established and adhered to by the department.

Mr. KING. I think most of the complaints which have
come to me—and they have been rather numerous—were
based upon the theory that a monopoly existed, and there
was a protest against it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amend-
ment is agreed to.

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations
was, on page 103, line 22, after the word “ features,” to
strike out “$324,000” and insert “ $327,440,” and on page
104, at the end of line 11, to strike out “ $558,600” and
insert * $562,040,” so as to make the paragraph read:

Yosemite National Park, Calif.: For administration, protection,
and maintenance, including not exceeding $3,100 for the purchase,
maintenance, operation, and repair of motor-driven passenger-
carrying vehicles for the use of the superintendent and employees
in connection with general park work, not $3,200 for
maintenance of that part of the Wawona Road in the Silerra Na-
tional Forest between the park boundary 2 miles north of Wawona
and the park boundary near the Mariposa Grove of Big Trees, not
exceeding $2,000 for maintenance of the road in the Stanislaus
National Forest Connecting the Tioga Road with the Hetch Hetchy
Road near Mather Station, and including necessary expenses of a
comprehensive study of the problems relating to the use and
enjoyment of the Yosemite National Park and the preservation of
its natural features, $327,440; for construction of physical im-
provements, $234,600, including not exceeding $41,300 for the
construction of buildings, of which not exceeding 7,000 shall be
avallable for a doctor's residence for the Lewis Memorial Hospital,
$7,000 for an employee’s residence, $4,800 for a dentist’s residence,
$2,000 for a garage, $4,800 for a bunk house, $5,200 for two comfort
stations, not exceeding 87,800 for extension of telephone system,
not exceeding $80,000 for extension and improvement of electric
system including a substation, and $53,000 for development of
Mariposa Grove, including water supply, to connect with near-by
springs located on privately owned land within the Sierra National

Forest, sewer and sanitation system, two comfort stations, and
camp-ground development; in all, $562,040.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 104, line 17, after the
word “ work,” to strike out “ $41,000 ” and insert “ $41,480,”
and at the end of line 21 to strike out “ $54,100 " and insert
©$54,580," so as to make the paragraph read:

Zion National Park, Utah: For administration, ‘protection, and
maintenance, including not exceeding $1,200 for the purchase,
maintenance, operation, and repair of motor-driven passenger-
carrying vehicles for the use o! the superintendent and employees
in connection with general park work, $41,480; for construction of
physical improvements, 813,100, including not exceeding $8,200 for
the construction of bulldings, of which not exceeding $5,000 shall
be available for an employees' quarters, $1,800 for a comfort
station; in all, $54,580.

The amendment was agreed to.
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The next amendment was, on page 105, line 2, after the
word “ work,” to strike out “ $66,500 " and insert “ $66,920,”
and in line 8, after the words “in all,” to strike out
“ $165,400 ” and insert “ $165,820,” so as to read:

National monuments: For administration, protection, mainte-
nance, and preservation of national monuments, including not
exceeding $1,660 for the purchase, maintenance, operation, and
repair of motor-driven passenger-carrying vehicles for the use
of the custodians and employees in connection with general
monument work, $66,920; for construction of physical improve-
ments, $98,900, of which not exceeding $20,900 shall be avail-
able for six employees’ quarters, $4,000 for two comfort stations,
$40,000 for the erection of a cover over the Casa Grande Ruins,
$20,000 for two administration buildings, $8,000 for four or more
implement sheds, $1,500 for a shelter cabin; in all, $165,820.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, under the heading “ Office of
Education, salaries,” on page 111, at the end of line 9, to
strike out “ $280,000 ” and insert “ $284,500,” so as to read:

For the Commissioner of Education and other personal serv-
ices in the District of Columbia, $284,500.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the heading “ Govern-
ment in the Territories, Territory of Alaska,” on page 114,
line 9, after the .words “ in all,” to strike out * $14,300 ” and
insert “ $14,424,” so as fo read:

For incidental and contingent expenses of the offices of the
governor and of the secretary of the Territory, clerk hire, not to
exceed $5,700; janitor service for the governor's office and the
executive mansion. not to exceed $3,000; traveling expenses of
the governor while absent from the capital on official business
and of the secretary of the Territory while traveling on official
business under direction of the governor; repalr and preservation
of governor's house and furniture; for care of grounds and pur-
chase of necessary equipment; stationery, lights, water, and fuel;
in all, $14,424, to be expended under the direction of the
governor.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 116, line 22, after the
ficures “ 1932,” to strike out the comma and “and no one
other than the general manager of said railroad shall be
paid an annual salary out of this fund of more than $6,000,”
so as to read:

The Alaska Rallroad: For every expenditure requisite for and
incident to the authorized work of the Alaska Railroad, including
maintenance, operation, and improvements of railroads in Alaska;
maintenance and operation of river steamers and other boats on
the Yukon River and its tributaries in Alaska; operation and
maintenance of ocean-going or coastwise vessels by ownership,
charter, or arrangement with other branches of the Government
service, for the purpose of providing additional facilities for the
transportation of freight, passengers, or mail, when deemed neces-
sary, for the benefit and development of industries and travel
affecting territory tributary to the Alaska Ralilroad; stores for
resale; payment of claims for losses and damages arising from
operations, including claims of employees of the railroad for loss
and damage resulting from wreck or accident on the railroad, not
due to negligence of the claimant, limited to clothing and other
necessary personal effects used in connection with his duties and
not exceeding $100 in value; payment of amounts due connecting
lines under trafic agreements; payment of compensation and
expenses as authorized by section 42 of the injury compensation
act approved September 7, 1816 (U. 8. C., title 5, sec. 793), to be
reimbursed as therein provided, $1,000,000, in addition to all
amounts received by the Alaska Railroad during the fiscal year
1932, to continue available until expended: Provided, That not to
exceed $6,000 of this fund shall be available for personal services
in the District of Columbia during the fiscal year 1932.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Territory
of Hawaii,” on page 117, line 7, after the word “ secretary,”
to strike out “ $5,800; in all, $15,800 " and insert * $6,000; in
all, $16,000,” so as to read:

Governor, 310,009; secretary, $6,000; in all, $16,000.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, under the heading *“ St. Eliza-
beths Hospital,” on page 118, line 12, after the word
“ grounds,” to strike out “$1,204,020 " and insert “ $1,229,-
760,” so as to read:

For support, clothing, and treatment in St. Elizabeths Hospital
for the Insane of insane persons from the Army, Navy, Marine
Corps, and Coast Guard, insane inmates of the National Home for
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, persons charged with or convicted of
crimes against the United States who are insane, all persons who
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have become insane since their entry into the military and naval
service of the United States, insane civilians in the quartermaster
service of the Army, insane persons transferred from the Canal
Zone who have been admitted to the hospital and who are indigent,
American citizens legally adjudged insane in the Dominion of
Canada whose legal residence in one of the States, Territories, or
the District of Columbia it has been impossible to establish, insane
beneficiaries of the United States Employees’ Compensation Com-
mission, and insane beneficiaries of the United States Veterans'
Bureau, including not exceeding $27,000 for the purchase, ex-
change, maintenance, repair, and operation of motor-propelled
passenger-carrying vehicles for the use of the superintendent,
purchasing agent, and general hospital business, and Iincluding
not to exceed $235,000 for repairs and improvements to buildings
and grounds, $1,229,760, including maintenance and operation of
necessary facilities for feeding employees and others (at not less
than cost), and the proceeds therefrom shall reimburse the ap-
propriation for the institution; and not exceeding $1,500 of this
sum may be expended in the removal of patients to their friends,
not exceeding $1,500 in the purchase of such books, periodicals,
and newspapers as may be required for the purposes of the hos-
pital and for the medical library, and not exceeding $1,500 for the
actual and necessary expenses incurred in the apprehension and
return to the hospital of escaped patients,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the heading “ Freedmen’s
Hospital,” on page 121, line 17, after the name “ Secretary
of the Interior,” to strike out “ $197,000 ” and insert “ $202,-
060,” and on page 122, line 6, after the name “ Freedmen'’s
Hospital,” to strike-out “ $387,000 ” and insert * $392,060,” so
as to make the paragraph read:

For officers and employees and compensation for all other pro-
fessional and other services that may be required and expressly
approved by the Secretary of the Interior, $202,060; for subsistence,
fuel and light, clothing, to include white duck suits and white
canvas shoes for the use of internes, and rubber surgical gloves,
bedding, forage, medicine, medical and surgical supplies, surgical
instruments, electric lights, repairs, replacement of X-ray ap-
paratus, furniture, including not exceeding £300 for the purchase
of books, periodicals, and newspapers; and not to exceed $1,200
for the special instruction of pupil nurses, and other absolutely
W t;xclioeréjl;& $93,000; 101-“13 hosgi‘::ll addition for clinical

vities, uding necessary equipment, advertising for posals,
preparation of plans, and supervision of work of wnstr?xrgtion of
sald building, $97,000; in all, for Freedmen’s Hospital, $392,060,
of which amount one-half shall be chargeable to the District of

Columbia and paid in llke manner as other appro tions of
the District of Columbia are paid. o

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SMOOT. I offer the following committee amend-
ment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The amendment was, on page 44, line 18, after the fig-
ures “ $271,375,” to insert a colon and the following proviso:

Provided, That the unexpended balance of the appropriation
contained in the second deficiency appropriation act, fiscal year

1980, for the construction of a girls’ dormitory, including equi]
ment, is hereby continued available until June 30, 1932. G

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SMOOT. I offer the amendment which I send to
the desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The Cuier CLERE. On page 93, line 4, after the word
“service,” it is proposed to insert “subject to the ecivil
service rules and regulations,” and on page 93, in lines
7 and 8, to strike out “ and without reference to the civil
service act of January 16, 1883.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment.

Mr. BRATTON. Let me ask the Senator to what service
does the amendment apply?

Mr. SMOOT. To the National Park Service.

Mr. BRATTON. What is the effect of the amendment?

Mr. SMOOT. It simply puts those in that service under
the civil service. :

Mr. BRATTON. Does it put all officials of the National
Park Service under the civil service law?

Mr. SMOOT. Yes. I have a letter here from the de-
partment in which they state they desire that to be done.:

Mr. EING. Why should they be put under the ecivil
service?

Mr, SMOOT. I think all of them ought to be under the
civil service.
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing fo
the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, I wish to offer an amend-
ment.

Mr. SMOOT. Will the Senator wait just a moment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that all
the committee amendments have not as yet been disposed of.

Mr., SMOOT. Mr, President, I think we have completed
the committee amendments. It is now quarter past 5,
and—

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was of the opinion—
perhaps he is wrong—that on the first day of the considera-
tion of the bill one or two amendments were passed over
without prejudice.

Mr. BRATTON. That is quite true.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does not know
whether they have since been acted on or not.

Mr, NORRIS. Mr, President, I should like to ask the
Senator from Utah a question. I think there was an under-
standing with some Senators who are not now present that
the Senator from Utah was not going to try to complete the
bill to-night.

Mr. SMOOT. I am not going to do so.

Mr. NORRIS. When is the Senator going to move a
recess?

Mr. SMOOT. I want to move a recess until 11 o'clock
to-morrow at this time.

Mr. NORRIS. I have no objection to that. If the com-
mittee amendments have been completed, this would be a
good place to stop.

Mr. SMOOT. That is what I am going to do, I will say
to the Senator.

Mr. NORRIS. Very well; but I thought from the way
Senators were addressing the Chair that they were about to
offer individual amendments.

Mr. SMOOT. That is true; but I was going to ask them
to withhold the amendments in order that I might move a
Tecess.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is advised that two
amendments were passed over. The amendments passed
over will be stated.

The first amendment passed over was, on page 29, at the
beginning of line 16, to strike out * $220,000,” and insert
“ $226,000,” so as to read:

In all, for irrigation on Indian reservations, not to exceed
$226,000, together with the unexpended balance of the appropria-
tlon for this purpose for the fiscal year 1931, which is hereby
continued available until June 30, 1932, reimbursable as provided
in the act of August 1, 1914 (U. 8. C., title 25, sec. 385).

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment passed over was, on page 38, after
line 16, to insert:

For continuing construction of the Wapato irrigation and drain-
age system, for the utilization of the water supply provided by
the act of August 1, 1914 (S8 Stat. 604), $360,000, reimbursable
as provided by sald act.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SMOOT. Now, Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Mexico
[Mr. BraTrToN] has the floor.

Mr. BRATTON. I wish to offer an amendment about
which I think there will be no controversy.

Mr. SMOOT. Let me say to the Senator that I told some
of the Senators who have left the Chamber that as soon as
the committee amendments were completed I would ask
the Senate to take a recess until 11 o'clock to-morrow. In
view of the promise I made I will ask the Senator to with-
hold his amendment in order that I may keep the promise.

Mr. BRATTON. Very well; in view of the circumstances
I wil! not offer the amendment now.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I wish to offer an amendment to
the pending bill and ask that it may lie on the table and
be printed.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amend-
ment will be printed and lie on the table.
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FUNDS OF AMERICAN RED CROSS

Mr, THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, on yesterday
I made some comments on the floor and placed in the
REecorp some data relative fo the resources of the American
National Red Cross. Last night the chairman of the Ameri-
can National Red Cross gave out a statement which was
carried in some of the newspapers. I have here the state-
ment as published in the Washington Post. I desire unani-
mous consent to have the statement incorporated in the
REecorp in connection with my remarks.

Mr. President, not taking the time to read the statement,
I merely call attention to what it contains. The statement
from Mr. Payne is to the effect that on November 30, 1930,
the National Red Cross had an endowment fund perma-
nently invested in the sum of $11,253,000; that the organi-
zation had a disaster fund of $5,000,000; that it had money
set aside for the budget for the fiscal year of $2,226,000;
that it had $1,734,000 set aside for what Mr. Payne terms
“ compelling obligations.”

The National Red Cross has another fund, called a “safe-
guard fund,” being a sum set aside against possible future
disaster, in the amount of $4,658,000.

The statement further shows that the national organiza-
tion of the Red Cross has funds set aside for new building
construction amounting to $850,000. The last item men-
tioned is “restricted funds” in the amount of $158,000.
These items make a total of $25,879,000.

Mr. President, this statement only has to do with the
funds under the control of the national organization. The
statement does not give any figures relative to the money
taken in during the last annual roll call which took place
in November, 1930, I believe. Those roll calls as a rule, so
I am advised, bring to the treasury of the National Red
Cross something like $5,000,000. The statement does not
embrace the amount of funds in the hands of thousands
of local Red Cross chapters throughout the United States.
I am advised unofficially that the total of these would be
approximately $7,500,000.

I submit this statement, and think it is fair to Mr. Payne
to have his statement given the same publicity in the Con-
GrRESSIONAL REcorD that was given to the statement I made
on yesterday.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the state-
ment will be printed in the Recorp.

The statement is as follows:

“The exact financial situation of the Red Cross (as of Novem-
ber 30, 1930) is this,” Judge Payne said, plunging into the sta-
tistics. “It has an endowment fund and reserve permanently
invested of $11,253,000, the income of which it available for cur-
rent use. It has a disaster relief fund of $5,000,000, which has
been appropriated for this present drought relief, of which
$1,000,000 has already been expended.

“After providing the budget of $2,226,000 for work of this fiscal
year, the Red Cross holds £1,734,000 devoted to our compelling
obligation for continuing service to the disabled former service
men and women of the World War.

“It has a fund of $850,000, supplemented by an appropriation
by Congress, for the replacement of the war-time frame office
building, the use of which must be discontinued in accordance
with the Government’s building program. There are restricted
funds of £158,000.

“There remains $4,858,000 to safeguard all the other obligations
to which the organization is committed, including immediate
response to any other domestic disasters which may oceur.”

CONDITIONS IN THE PETROLEUM INDUSTRY

Mr, THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, there was de-
livered this morning at the oil conference an address by Mr.
Wirt Franklin, relating to conditions in the oil industry,
which I ask may be printed in the Recorb.

There being no objection, the speech was ordered to be
printed in the Recorbp, as follows:

We have been called together to-day by the governors of the
oil-producing States for the purpose of working out plans for
prompt relief for the present dire distress in the petroleum in-
dustry. The situation is so serious as to merit the best thought
of the leaders from the several States involved in the solution of
our difficulties.

That we may understand the many problems with which we are
confronted and the underlying causes of our existing depression,
I deem it advisable to review briefiy the history of the industry
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for the past 10 years, the policies and purposes of those in author-
ity, and the leaders of the industry, which have had considerable
influence in bringing about, if they are not directly responsible for,
the present conditions.

Let us go back to the year 1821, when conditions very similar
to those of the present were prevalent in the petroleum industry,
brought about at that time by vast importations of oil, chiefly
from Mexico. Then there was under consideration in the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, at that time under the chairmanship
of Mr. Fordney, the question of giving protection to this industry
by the levying of a tariff on imported crude oil. The committee
on Ways and Means of the House had voted a tariff on oil in the
then pending bill, and President Harding at that time, In a letter
to Mr. Fordney requesting that a tariff on oil be omitted from
the bill, for the first time declared the Government's policy of
so-called conservation, which will be more fully analyzed and
defined after I have traced its course and effect from that date to
the present time. Congress failed to give oil the protection to
which it was then entitled, but the Mexican Government shortly
thereafter levied an export tax upon oil, which, to some extent at
least, was an aid to the domestic industry. Thereafter the pro-
duction of oil in Mexico gradually declined, while exploration and
development work was begun in Venezuela, Colombia, and other
Bouth American countries.

In 1924, continuing the policy first enunciated by President
Harding in 1921, President Coolidge appointed four members of
his Cabinet as the Federal Oil Conservation Board, with the Sec-
retary of the Interior as chairman. This board held hearings for
the purpose of dete the extent of our petroleum reserves.
The aid of the American Petroleum Institute was asked and given,
and the country was alarmed at the reports emanating from the
board and leaders of the petroleum industry that our petroleum
reserves were in danger of exhaustion within a few years, and
that even our safety as a nation was at siake. This was no new
thing, as men prominent in the industry and others had for years
from time to time made predictions of the early exhaustion of our
oil resources. The rank and file of the producing branch of the
business paid little heed to the hearings before the Federal Oil
Conservation Board or to the warnings of those timid souls who
prophesied the early demise of the petroleum industry in the
United States. They did not believe these predictions, thought
them harmless, and did not then foresee the results of their
indifference. The major factors In the industry, many of whom
held large concessions in Central and South America, participated
in the hearings and aided in the dissemination to the people and
the officials of the State and Federal Governments of information
tending to convince the country of the early exhaustion of this
irreplaceable natural resource, and to crystalize public sentiment
In favor of hoarding our supplies, unused, for future generations.
For years the press has been filled, to such an extent as to amount
to propaganda, with the predictions and forebodings of these
prophets of disaster. Whatever merit this so-called conservation
policy had at its inception, subsequent developments have con-
clusively shown that the same was founded upon a false founda-

tion of fact; that the use of the word “ conservation ™ in connec- |

tion with this policy was not in its true sense; that instead it
meant reservation of our supplies in the ground, and the effect
has been to mislead the people into believing that we were

our petroleum resources, which was far from the truth.

In 1928 it became apparent that there was an oversupply of oil
being thrown upon the markets of the United States, due to in-
creasing domestic production and increasing imports, chiefly from
Venezuela. The American Petroleum Institute created a commit-
tee on world production and consumption, the avowed purpose of
which was to bring about a curtailment of production in the
United States and a curtailment of imports so as to bring pro-
duction and imports in balance with consumption. Elaborate
plans were formulated early in 1929, were submitted to the Federal
0Oil Conservation Board, and by that board referred to the Attorney
General for the p of ascertaining whether the plan could
be carried out without violation of the antitrust laws. The At-
torney General could not promise immunity, and the work of the
commitiee, covering the production of the country as a whole, was
discontinued. In lieu thereof committees for curtallment of pro-
duction were set to work in the various States, under the au-
thority of State laws where same existed, and these State com-
mittees and subcommittees in the various districts within the
States have succeeded to a remarkable degree in reducing the
production of oil within the United States. As a corollary of this
work and as a part of it, the plan contemplated the curtailment
of production in the countries of Scuth America, particularly
Venezuela, which, had it succeeded, would have resulted in a
reduction of imports of crude oil and refined products into the
United States.

In the early part of 1929 Mr. M. L. Requa, reported at the time
to be acting in behalf of President Hoover, called upon the gov-
ernors of the several oll-producing States to enlist their aid in
holding a conference of the petroleum industry and later called
such a conference to meet at Colorado Springs, Colo., on June 10,
1929. This conference was attended by several of the governors
and also by a large number of delegates from the various oil-
producing States, representing all branches of the industry. The
conference was opened by Mr. Requa with a statement of the aims
thereof. Doctor Wilbur, Secretary of the Interior, again announced
the conservation policies of the Federal Oil Conservation Board,
and Dr. George Otis Smith, Director of the United States Geo-
logical Survey, among other things, stated, in substance, that the
next 10 years would, in all probability, see the exhaustion of our
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petroleum reserves to the point of endangering national defense.
The doctrine of conservation was again expounded, and the dele-
gates representing the various States were asked to form a com-
pact among the States producing ofl, which compact, when
adopted and approved by Congress, would become the supreme
law of the land; a commission would be appointed under the
authority of the compact, with power to regulate and control the
production of ofl, to determine how much oil should be produced
within the United States, and to allocate that production among
the several oil-producing States.

When it became apparent that the real purpose of the meeting
was not conservation in its real and accepted sense, but that the
purpose was, by degrees and from time to time, to reduce the pro-
duction of oil in the United States, and reserve our supplies in the
ground for an indefinite period to come, and at the same time
import our requirements in large part from foreign countries, the
Colorado Springs conference adjourned without having accom-
plished anything whatever toward the consummation of the pur-
pose for which it was called.

However, this conference had far-reaching effects. It revealed,
in all its hideousness, to the rank and file of the petroleum indus-
try the true intent and purposes of those who had been fos
and promoting the so-called conservation program, to shut in
domestic production, to stop development, to reserve our oil sup-
plies in the ground, to be developed and used after the foreign
supplies have been exhausted, and to turn the markets for
petroleum in the United States—approximately 70 per cent of
the markets of the world—over to a few large companies engaged
in exploiting the petroleum reserves of South America and in im-
porting the production thereof into the United States. If there
has been any doubt as to these intents and purposes in the past,
all doubt must now be dispelled, since under date of January 6,
1931, Secretary Wilbur, after having received an invitation from
the Governors of Oklahoma and Kansas to participate in this con-
ference, gave to the Associated Press an interview declaring him-
self against a tariff on oil, and saying if he is correctly quoted by
the press: “The chief result would be that the big companies,
which now have many wells shut in and not in operation, would
open them up, adding to the production. Overproduction is the
basic ill of the industry.”

It might be pertinent at this time to inquire what big companies
have advised Secretary Wilbur in advance as to how they would
defeat any beneficial results from a tariff on oil. The honorable
Secretary also sald: “In the future the country with the oil will
dominate civilization. In it will be centered the wealth. America
must conserve her supply. If we waste our oll reserves now, we
will pay foreign countries through the nose for every barrel we im-
port later. If I were the landlord of this country I would see that
we used as much imported oll as possible, and let the other fellow
waste his reserves.”

The last-quoted sentence is a full and complete admission of
the purposes of those promoting the so-called conservation move-
ment—to turn over to four companies, chiefly engaged in im-
porting oil, the entire markets of the United States, even though
it might mean the destruction of one of the greatest industries
in the United States, the impoverishment of a section of the
United States and of the people thereof, almost if not quite one-
third the area of the entire country, with a population of some
22,000,000 of people; and a civilization bullded upon the oil
industry.

In speaking thus does the honorable Secretary present to the
public the views of the administration, or is he simply holding
fast to ideas and convictions acquired some years ago under cir-
cumstances which might then have excused the views but which
in the light of subsequent events are indeed archaic?

The conference at Colorado Springs having failed to bring
forth a compact under which production could be controlled, the
efforts, by voluntary cooperation and in some States under the
provisions of State law, to curtail production, proceeded with
remarkable success. Indeed, the figures are startling, We find
that for the week e August 24, 1929, the production of crude
oil in the United States averaged 2975435 barrels per day, and
for the week ending January 3, 1931, 2,082,100 barrels per day,
or a curtailment in production in that period, brought about by
the cooperation on the part of small and large producers alike
throughout the country, of 893,335 barrels daily. We will produce
in the United States this year approximately 100,000,000 barrels
of oil less than we did in the year 1929; and while we have been
reducing the domestic production 100,000,000 barrels the import-
ers have, during 1930, brought into the United States and thrown
upon our markets, duty free, more than 100,000,000 barrels of crude
oil and refined products. In fact, the imports of gasoline during
the first nine months of 1930 increased 125 per cent over the
same period of 1929, The report of the committee on eco-
nomics of the American Petroleum Institute at its Chicago meet-
ing November 10, 1830, shows that each 5,000,000 barrels of gaso-
line imported would displace, for the six months ending March
31, 1931, 114,000 barrels daily of domestic production, while the

of the economics committee appointed by Secretary Wilbur
to forecast the demand for petroleum products and ascerfain
and allocate oll production necessary to supply that demand for
the six months ending March 31, 1931, shows that each barrel of
gasoline imported displaces from the market 4 barrels of domestic
crude. Crude oil, gasoline, and other refined products imported
in the year 1930 have displaced from the market approximately
400,000 barrels daily of domestic production.

Since for a period of more than seven years there has been an
intense propaganda fostered and promoted throughout the coun-
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try, in the daily press and in many of the Nation's most promi-
nent magazines, to convince the public of the early exhaustion
of the petroleum reserves of the United States, it appears advis-
able at this point to outline briefly some of the former estimates
of future oil production in the United States, and later to call
attention to the vast petroleum reserves which we actually pos-
sess. It would also be pertinent to inquire what forces and or-
ganizations, corporate or individual, have promoted and paid for
this propaganda and who are the beneficiaries thereof. An in-
quiry of this nature, properly and fairly conducted, would in all
probability go far toward explaining the so-called conservation
movement and why it has been urged for a period of years.

In referring to the former estimates of future recoverable petro-
leum reserves, let me state in advance that I do not wish to reflect
whatever upon the good faith of the eminent engineers and
+ pther authorities making these estimates, but the recital of these
estimates, in the light of subsequent information, will demon-
strate how easily even the most eminent and learned can be mis-
taken on this subject, and will show further that perhaps the
present advocates of the reservation of our petroleum reserves
safely in the ground may be mistaken.

1908: David T. Day estimated minimum of 8,500,000,000 barrels;
estimated a maximum of fifteen to twenty-two and one-half bil-
lion barrels; from 1908 to 1930, inclusive, United States has pro-
duced 11,442,447,000 barrels. All of Day's minimum, plus 83 per
cent.

1914: Ralph Arnold estimated future production at 5,700,000,000
barrels; from 1914 to 1930, inclusive, United States produced 10,-
079,396,000 barrels. All of Arnold’'s estimate, plus over 80 per
cent.

1915: United States Geological Survey estimated future produc-
tion at 7,600,000,000 barrels;, 1915 to 1930, inclusive, United States
has produced 9,813,633,000 barrels. All of that estimate, plus 29
per cent.

1921: Certain petroleum geologists of the American Association
of Petroleum Geologists estimated future production at 9,150,-
000,000 barrels; 1921 to 1930, inclusive, United States produced
7.719,222,000 barreis. Nearly 85 per cent in nine years.

1925: The committee of 11 appointed by the Federal Oil Con-
servation Board estimated future production from proven acreage
on present methods 5,300,000,000 barrels; 1925 to 1930, inclusive,
United States has produced from these properties and new pools
5,243,161,000, almost 99 per cent.

1830: In the year 1930 the United States, according to the best
estimates available at the present time, produced 901,000,000 bar-
rels, compared with 1,005,598,000 barrels in 1929.

1859 to 1930, inclusive: FProm beginning to date the United
States has produced a total of 13,149,090,000 barrels.

The production curve has been on the upgrade for several years.
The country could have produced this year, had there been any
demand for it, several hundred million barrels in excess of that
which was produced.

In 1913 the United States produced 248,446,000 barrels. In 1929
Oklahoma alone produced over 253,000,000 barrels, or more oil
than the entire United States produced in so recent a year as 1913,
Oklahoma produces a billion barrels of oll each four years; it is
capable of producing a billion barrels each year if the demand
called for such development. The same is true of Texas and Call-
fornia. It is highly probable that any one of the States of Okla-
homa, Texas, and California can produce as much oil as the entire
United States has produced to date. The oil resources of these
States loom larger with each passing year as deeper drilling and
exploration work is done. These States are getting the develop-
ment at this time, and have for a number of years last past.
Other States would leap forward accordingly if development to a
like extent were done within their borders.

The production of the United States has been swinging upward
from the discovery of ofl to the present time—a period of 72
years. When we consider that the vast domain from the Cana-
dian line to the Gulf of Mexico, lying immediately east of the
Rocky Mountains, as well as the Pacific Coast States, is poten-
tial oil territory, practically undeveloped and unexplored at this
time, it is apparent that the production curve will be on the
upward trend for many years to come, and that when sald curve
starts downward, if that day ever comes, we will produce from
our then known reserves of oil as much or more oil than has
been produced prior to the day when the decline curve will start
on its downward course.

‘What I have heretofore said has been applicable to reserves of
ofil to be produced from oil wells. Let us now consider the vast
reserves contained in the oll shale deposits in the States of Colo-
rado, Wyoming, Utah, Indiana, and other States. These deposits
have been accurately surveyed, their oil content measured, and
suffice it to say that in one deposit in Colorado alone the experts
of the Government and the Colorado Bureau of Mines are agreed
that there are 80,000,000,000 barrels of recoverable oll, should it
ever become necessary to use the same.

We have in the coal deposits of the United States, which are
more than 50 per cent of the coal deposits of the world, another
great source of oil, so great indeed that it is difficult for the
human mind to comprehend. By hydrogenation oill and its deriv-
atives, including gasoline, can be successfully produced from coal.
It is not at all improbable that the perfection of this process, using
coal, or the discovery of some other form of power, may within
a few years make our present oil reserves all but valueless.

Becretary Wilbur and other protagonists of so-called conserva-
tion continually speak of wasting our oil reserves, when, as a
matter of fact, we are only using them without waste. It is cer-
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tainly not fair to continually tell the public that the American
petroleum industry is wasting our valuable oil reserves when the
country is utilizing this great natural resource for the creation
of new wealth within the country, This is the oil age. Let us
utilize our oil while it is yet valuable, and before the discovery of
some new form of power which may supersede oil for the genera-
tion of power. It is the utmost folly to continue on a program
which perhaps was conceived with honesty of intentions, but
which has outlived its usefulness and has become destructive in
a superlative degree.

Imagine for a moment, if you will, that men of similar vision
to those promoting the so-called oil-conservation policy of the
present day had been directing the policies of the Government
and the course of business from the foundation of our country
until the present time; that, acknowledging our natural resources,
the products of our mines, were irreplaceable, they should be
preserved for use at some distant day; and that, instead of devel-
oping our natural resources and utilizing them, we had clung
tenaciously to a policy of so-called conservation or reservation,
then this great country of ours would now be, from the Atlantic
to the Pacific, an undeveloped expanse of almost unbroken wilder-
ness; the few inhabitants thereof a pastoral people; the great
civilization which we have bullded and the great industrial and
commercial development which has taken place as yet undreamed
of. What has made the United States the most enlightened, the
most prosperous, the most advanced in all lines of endeavor of
any nation in the world, has been the utilization of our natural
resources. It would be just as logical o contend that we should
import our iron ore, our lumber, our lead, coal, zinc, and other
mineral products, reserving our supplies thereof in this country
for some future national emergency, as it is to insist that we
should import our requirements of oil. In fact, Russia is at this
time willing to sell us all these things at a price less than our
cost of production, and France, Great Britain, and other nations
indebted to the United States would willingly pay their war debts
by sending to us all of these products. How any patriotic Amer-
ican citizen can advocate such a policy is beyond comprehension.

We have heard a great deal and read more in the daily press
and the oil journals concerning the overproduction of crude oil
in the United States. As a matter of fact, during the last 13
years (1918 to 1929, inclusive) there has not been an overproduc-
tion in the United States but there has been an oversupply.
During that period we have imported 950,000,000 barrels of crude
oil. During that period we lacked 600,000,000 barrels of producing
as much oil as we consumed, but during the same period we
added to storage of crude oil in the United States 350,000,000
barrels, which, in addition to storage, as may be seen by these
figures, was occasioned almost wholly by importing more ofl into
this country than we had any need of; so that it clearly appears
that the great burden upon the petroleum industry of carrying
in storage nearly 700,000,000 barrels of crude and refined products
was not occasioned by overproduction in the United States but
overimportation of foreign oils.

Now, let us inquire as to what effect the so-called conserva-
tion policy coupled with the proration and curtailment movement
and the importation of oil and refined products has had upon
the petroleum industry in the United States. The price of crude
oll at the well has been reduced from time to time, until now
it is being sold very much below the cost of production, except
in fsolated pools of new and large flush production, although, as
before stated, we have reduced the production since the peak
week in August, 1929, nearly 900,000 barrels daily, and the average
price of crude oil throughout the country has during the same
period been reduced more than one-third in price.

The case of Oklahoma is typical of all the rest. During the
week ending August 24, 1929, the production of Oklahoma was
735,750 barrels per day, and for all of this production there was
a ready market. Since then, by cooperative effort, and in line
with the published suggestions of the Federal Oil Conservation
Board and the requests of the major purchasers of oil in that
State, the production has been reduced until in the week ending
January 3, 1931, the State of Oklahoma actually produced only
448,900 barrels dalily, or a reduction in the production during that
period of 286,850 barrels daily. This has been accomplished in
that State, in the face of the fact that the State could with ease
supply sufficlent oil to furnish the entire markets of the United
States at the present time, and for a long time to come, from
production already developed.

The proration movement and the curtailment of production in
the various oil-producing States was inaugurated ostensibly for
the purpose of stabilizing the petroleum industry, of preventing
additions to storage, and balancing supply with demand. It has
been a success only in so far as it has proved the ability of the
industry to cooperate and accomplish curtailment of production.
As production has been reduced imports have absorbed the mar-
ket demand theretofore supplied by domestic oil, and instead of
the price of oil being stabilized it has been steadily reduced until
we are now almost upon a competitive basis, so far as prices are
concerned, with cheap Venezuelan oil. One of two things must
happen and soon. Either imports of crude oil and refined prod-
ucts must be curtailed, and the price thereof equalized with do-
mestic products by the imposition of an adequate tariff, or the
petroleum industry must be permanently placed upon a com-
peting basls, so far as price is concerned, with the foreign oil.
In fact, this is being gradually brought about, and it will not be
many months before the destruction of the petroleum industry
in the United States is complete. Already some 30,000 small
wells in northeastern Oklahoma and southeastern Kansas havql




2252

lost their market, due to the inability of the Priarie Oil & Gas
Co. to continue purchasing oil in the midcontinent field.

As stated by Mr. M. L. Requa, in opening the Colorado Springs
conference, there are in the United States approximately 250,000
wells, with an average production of one barrel per day each. In
addition to that, there are some 50,000 wells with an average pro-
duction of five barrels per day each. In the aggregate, these wells
have a cettled production of over 500,000 barrels. They have been
operated at a loss for more than three years. Many of them are
being abandoned and plugged each week, under the benign in-
fluence of the present so-called conservation program. Ulti-
mately these wells will all be lost, and in the name of conserva-
tion, 300,000 small wells, with a daily production of 500,000 barrels,
and with recoverable reserves of oil of hundreds of millions of
barrels, will have been destroyed. To save these wells would be
true conservation, and it is within the power of the Federal Gov-
ernment to save them if it will. As they are being sbandoned
the oil-field laborer, with his family, living on the lease and oper-
ating these wells, has been thrown out of employment. He knows
no other kind of work and under present conditions could not
obtain employment if he did. There are literally thousands of
these families at the present time dependent upon charity, and I
can say, with feeling and in truth, that these men are native
Americans, the kind that do not ask for charity, they do not wish
to receive it, but who only claim the right by honest toil to sup-
port themselves and families.

Conservation has been tried as a remedy for the demoralization
of the petroleum industry, and it has miserably failed, and will
continue to fail as long as imported oil and refined products
absorb the market demand as fast as domestic production is
reduced. The domestic petroleum Iindustry is being ruthlessly
destroyed, in the name of conservation. The purchasing power of
the oil-producing States has been reduced by hundreds of millions
of dollars. The welfare of the petroleum industry is no longer of
local significance. If one-third of the area of the United States,
with a population of 22,000,000 of people, is impoverished to the
point where the inhabitants can not purchase from the industrial
and manufacturing sections of the country those things which a
civilized and highly developed community need, there can be no
industrial and commercial recovery In the United States for many
years to come. The civilization of the Southwest has been builded
upon oil and the allied and kindred industries dependent upon the
petroleum industry. If this industry is destroyed, and the wealth
and prosperity which it has created is transferred to some foreign
country, this great civilization, until recent years rous and
contented, will be destroyed, half of the people in the oil country
must seek employment and outlets for their energles in other lines
of industries already overcrowded, most of them will be compelled
to leave that country and the wonderful cities of the Southwest,
builded for the most part by the oil industry, will become depopu-
lated, and their magnificent office buildings become the roosting
place of bats and sparrows.

We are met to-day in an attempt to work out a remedy for the
appalling conditions in the petroleum industry with which we are
confronted. All other principal industries of the United States,
when suffering under similar conditions to that now prevailing in
the petroleum industry, have been granted relief and given protec-
tion from foreign domination and control by a protective tariff,
The principle of a protective tariff for industries being injured or
destroyed by cheap foreign imports has become the settled policy
of this Government. Both the Democratic and Republican Parties,
in their platforms in the year 1928, strongly indorsed such protec-
tion to American industries, and I would again remind you that
Vice President Curtis, In campaigning for the election of the
present administration in a tour of the mid-continent field in
that year, promised the industry tariff protection, and we all know
that he was sincere in his declarations.

When it became apparent in the latter part of January, 1930,
after a c cut in the price of crude oil, without any economic
reason therefor, that those major companies engaged in importing
crude oil and refined products in the United States had not given
the full measure of cooperation promised by them, in curtailing
their foreign production and imports commensurate with the cur-
tailment of production in the United States, and after those same
interests believed it was too late for the domestic producers to
obtain relief from Congress in the then pending tariff bill, & mass
meeting of the oil industry was held in Tulsa, Okla, on January
29, 1830. A large delegation of oil men arrived in Washington on
February 3, 1930, and presented to President Hoover and to the
Congress their plea for protection to this great basic industry.
The tariff bill had then passed the House, had been reported by
the Finance Committee to the floor of the Senate, and the time
was too short within which to thoroughly acquaint the House and
Senate with the true condition of the petroleum industry. Since
then conditions have steadily grown worse and most of the things
which were then told Congress would happen, if we were not given
protection, have transpired. Congress did Include in the tariff
bill a provision directing the Tariff Commission to investigate and
report to Congress the cost of Venezuelan oil and refined products
delivered at Gulf and Atlantic ports, and the cost of domestic oil
delivered 1t the same ports, and we are now expecting that report
to be completed within a few days. Certainly by such a provision
in the tariff bill it was the intentionn of Congress, should the
facts warrant, to grant us relief and protection at the next
ensuing session of Congress. The kindly reception accorded us at
the last gession, the generous support given in such a short time
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by Congress, is assurance that when the Members realize the true
facts in connection with this question relief and protection will
be granted.

Congress has recently had under consideration relief bills, under
which it is proposed to give relief in various sections of the coun-
try to the farmers and others. In the oil-producing States, as is
generally known, the farmers and landowners own one-eighth
royalty in all the oil and gas produced. The producing oll com-
panies hold under lease, for future prospecting, millions of acres
in all the oil-producing States, on which a rental, usually $1 per
acre, is being paid in addition to the bonus or purchase price of
the leases themselves, from which the farmers, in thousands of
instances, have been able to pay of their mortgages and improve
their farms, while the annual rental, during recent years of crop
failures and low prices for farm products, has paid the taxes on
their farms and in addition helped fo support the farmers and
their families. But with prevalent conditions in the petroleum
industry, those engaged in the producing branch of the business,
having had their resources and income severely reduced, are
unable to continue paying these rentals, are surrendering the
leases, and the farmers are being deprived of millions of dollars
of income heretofore enjoyed by them. Literally thousands of
men, formerly employed in and near the oil flelds, are now idle,
and the community funds raised in the adjacent cities and towns
are being called upon to assist them. In addition, the oil men
themselves, in some districts where they are still able to raise the
money, are contributing funds and, through committees, adminis-
tering relief to the families of idle oil-field employees. How much
better it would be for Congress to bring relief to the oleum
industry through a measure imposing a tariff on im crude
oil and refined products, which would bring revenue into the
Federal Treasury, instead of by inaction on this measure making
it necessary to appropriate millions from the for relief.

It was at one time argued by those importing crude oil into this
country that there should be no tariff or other limitation on
imports because the crude oil was brought to the United States
and gave employment to American capital and labor. This is no
longer true. The Royal Dutch Bhell has constructed and has had
in operation for several years a refinery at Curacao, a Dutch island
off the coast of Venezuela, the capacity of which has been in-
creased in the last year to 250,000 barrels per day, while the Pan-
American Co., subsidiary of the Standard Ofl Co. of Indiana, has
a refilnery on the island of Aruba (also a Duftch island off the
coast of Venezuela) of 110,000 barrels daily capacity. In addition
to these there are two smaller plants with an aggregate capaclity
of more than 30,000 barrels per day. Operating on cheap oil pro-
duced on the mainland, orted at a negligible cost to the
refineries, and with transportation in tankers for the refined prod-
ucts from these huge refineries, the American petroleum industry
is no longer able to compete in the world markets with them.
He who can not visualize within the next few years the complete
loss of our export market has little imagination, indeed.

The American companies now exporting oil to Europe will con-
tinue to export the same for some years to come due to the fact
that they have their own controlled outlets. It is from these
refineries that the gasoline and other refined products come which
absorb by leaps and bounds the market formerly supplied by
Pennsylvania, New York, West Virginia, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois,
California, and the great mid-continent field and which has made
necessary the proration program and the vast curtailment in the
production of the United States.

The Department of Commerce maintains in the capitals and
most of the principal cities of the world commercial attachés for
the purpose of advancing the commercial interest of the United
States, and a large part of their duties is in assisting to secure
additional market outlets for petroleum products produced and
refined in the United States. At the same time Secretary Wilbur,
of the Interior Deparment and chairman of the Federal Oil Con-
servation Board, is devoting his energies to reducing domestic
production and encouraging these other countries to send their
petroleum products to the markets of the United States.

Is the oil industry of this country to continue in the curtail-
ment of production in an ever-increasing degree while the output
of Venezuela and other South American countries continues to
absorb the domestic market without paying one cent of taxation
to support the Government of the United States, the States, or the
legal subdivisions thereof, whereas the domestic ofl industry is
the most heavily taxed of any industry in the United States, pay-
ing first in most States a gross production tax of 3 or 4 per cent
of all the oil and gas produced; a State income tax, a Federal
income tax, an ad valorem tax, a capital-stock tax, and other taxes
too numerous to mention.

But those engaged in importing oil will contend that there
should be no tariff on imports, because our exports of petroleum
are greater in value than our imports. If this argument is sound
and of compelling force, then Congress should, without delay,
repeal the tariff bill in its entirety, for on examination we find
that on the following products, to wit, iron and steel, semimanu-
factured; steel-mill products; iron and steel, advanced manufac=-
ture; electrical machinery; industrial machinery; office appliances
and printing machinery; automobiles and other vehicles; animal
olls and fats; manufactured cotton; manufactures of wood; pig-
ments, paints, and varnishes; soaps and toilet preparations; pho-
tographic goods; scientific and professional instruments, and
musical instruments, the imports during the calendar year 1929
were $172,577,000, while the exports from the United States of the
same products totaled $1,725,111,000.
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During the same year the foreign value of imported crude
petroleum and refined products was $140,086,000, duty free, while
the exports of the same products totaled, in American value,
$531,173,000. Imports of petroleum, both crude and refined, in
1929, amounted to approximately 110,000,000 barrels (about 10 per
cent in barrels of the domestic production), while in 1930 it is
estimated that the total number of barrels of imports of both
crude and refined products will be slightly in excess of 100,000,000
barrels, and the estimated production of ecrude oil in the United
States for the year 1830 slightly in excess of 200,000,000 barrels.
The imports of crude oil in 1930 have been reduced, as compared
with the year 1929, but the imports of gasoline and other refined
products have been so greatly increased as to displace a much
greater amount of domestic crude from the market than was the
case in the year 1920,

Secretary Wilbur in his recent release to the Associated Press
contended that since the imports were only about 10 per cent of
our domestic crude production, they were a negligible factor. But
it is too well recognized as sound economlics to require more than
the mere statement thereof that a 10 per cent surplus of any
commodity thrown on the market will demoralize completely the
price structure of the whole supply, and this is what has occurred
in the petroleum industry. A 10 per cent or even a 5 per cent
surpius production of cotton, wheat, corn, or of any manufactured
or industrial commodity has always brought about widespread
depression and demoralization in the price structure of the com-
modity of which there is an oversupply on the market. Especially
is this true in the case of oil and refined products when those
engaged in producing and refining the same in Venezuela and
other South American countries are able at will to increase the
imports in any amount, so that the threat of the same con-
tinually hangs over the domestic market.

At the time of the last reduction in the price of crude oil in
the mid-continent field, which reduction amounted to more than
25 per cent in the then average price, those companies posting
the reduced price accompanied the same with the statement that
it was made n because of competition. Certainly it was
not the competition of domestic production, because at the time
of the posting of this crude price reduction the cooperative move-
ment to curtail production had reduced the same nearly 600,000
barrels per day in the United States; the companies posting the
reduced prices for crude oil, after having promised full coopera-
tion in the proration program, betrayed producers by withdrawing
from storage 26,000,000 barrels of oil in the year 1930.

In recent months imported gasoline has been sold in tanker
lots in Atlantic seaports as low as 4 cents per gallon. Certainly
it must have been the competition of this imported gasoline that
made necessary the reduction in price of the domestic product.
This reduction in the price of crude oil has followed throughout
the United States by an average reduction in the wholesale price
of gasoline (which was not passed on to the consumer) of 2 cents
per gallon. Granting, for the sake of argument, that the differ-
ence in the values of our imports and exports of petroleum prod-
ucts, and the favorable trade balance of $380,000,000 created
thereby was all profit, even though that profit went to only four
or five huge corporations, and keeping in mind that within the
last year the price of 36-gravity mid-continent crude has been
reduced more than one-third (50 cents per barrel), how long
would it take at 50 cents per barrel, with a daily consumption
in the United States at the present time of upward of 2,500,000
barrels of crude oil, to entirely account for said $390,000,000
favorable trade balance from crude-oil production alone? And
let us also ask how long it would take, at 2 cents a gallon (the
amount of reduction in the wholesale price of gasoline in recent
months) with a daily consumption of 1,250,000 barrels of gasoline,
golaomt;nt a second time for sald $390,000,000 of favorable trade

alance

While the argument is made that our exports of petroleum prod-
ucts exceed our imports thereof, we find, upon an analysis of the
figures, that, taking into consideration the exports from the Pacific
coast, to which there are no imports, or, if any, only a negligible
amount, that there are more barrels of petroleum products im-
ported to the Gulf and Atlantic ports than are exported from the
same ports.

Again it is stated that there should be no tariff on imports of
petroleum products because it would be detrimental to the inter-
ests of the consumers, the buyers of gasoline; that the consumers
so far outnumber the producers and refilners and those employed
in the petroleum industry that their interests are paramount.
However, there seems to be little relation between the price of
crude oll to the producer in the United States and the price of
gasoline and lubricating oils to the consumer. This can be illus-
trated briefly by referring to the fact that in February, 1926, in 52
representative cities throughout the United States, the average
price of gasoline at the filling station, exclusive of tax, was 18.09
cents per gallon, while the average price of crude oil of 368 gravity
Baumé during February, 1926, in Oklahoma and Kansas was $2.04
per barrel. The average recovery of gasoline by the refining meth-
ods then in use was 35 per cent, or 14.70 gallons per barrel. In
19290 the average price of gasoline at the filling stations in the
same cities, exclusive of tax, was 18.39 cents per gallon, while the
price of crude oil of 36 gravity Baumé in Kansas and Oklahoma
was $1.20, and the recovery of gasoline by improved refining
methods had increased to 46 per cent, or 19.32 gallons of gasoline
for each barrel of oil. The same relative price schedules obtained
throughout the years 1926 and 1929. The price of gasoline to the
consumer has not fluctuated in proportion to the price of crude oil.
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Cheap imported fuel oil has caused the price of the domestic
fuel oil in the refining centers of the mid-continent field to fall
at times below 50 cents per barrel, thus bringing about a very
wasteful utlllzatlon of this oll, which might better be saved for
higher uses than fuel. This cheap fuel oil, coming into competi-
tion with coal, has brought serlous distress to the coal industry
throughout the country, which industry has been compelled to
discharge from employment duripg the time this condition has
prevailed not less than 50,000 American laborers employed in the
mines and in the transportation of coal. The unemployment prob-
lem, now recelving such diligent consideration by the administra-
tion, might be greatly reduced by shutting out imports of cheap
fuel oil, allowing the use of coal in many industrial and manu-
facturing centers, and thus bringing about a reemployment of
thousands of miners who are now idle.

If the present program of so-called conservation is continued,
and results in the shutting down of producing wells, and the
cessation of development and exploration work, the known ofl
reserves of the United States will become practically valueless.
The present owners, unable to hold the same without receiving
any income therefrom, will be compelled to sell them in a market
demoralized because of this program. The purchasers who would
be willing to buy under these conditions would be the same corpo-
rations who control and monopoelize the production and mar
of oil throughout the world, outside of the United States. It is
acknowledged that there is a8 world monopoly on oll, outside of
this country. The markets of the United States are approximately
70 per cent of the markets of the world for petroleum products.
If it is desirable that monopoly shall securely fasten its tentacles
upon the petroleum industry of the United States with the same
grip it holds upon the remainder of the world, and if it is desirable
that the consumers of the United States should ultimately pay
the same price for gasoline and other petroleum products that
are charged in Europe and other foreign countries, then the so-
called program of conservation should be continued, even though
it bring utter ruin in its wake to one-fifth of the population of
the United States directly and indirectly and in a lesser degree
to the entire country; even though it shall cause an increase in
ad valorem taxes in the ofl-producing States, to make up for the
taxes lost from the gross-production tax on oil and gas; even
though its effect on general business, banking, and agriculture,
through destruction of consuming power, shall be most serious;
even though 20,000 oil producers, individuals, partnerships, and
large and small corporations shall be put out of business, and
thelr 800,000 employees and their families compelled to look for
work in other lines; and even though the advocates of this policy,
in reserving the petroleum resources of the United States for
future generations, shall, after viewing the havoc wrought by their
program, have a feeling of righteous accomplishment.

I have never contended that a tariff on oil is a panacea for all
the ills of the industry. Were imports entirely eliminated, we
must still proceed with a sane, orderly program of development
and operation of our ofl fields, and by cooperation balance supply
with demand as we have so ably demonstrated we can do—as we
have done In the past two years.

I would like to say in closing that we should not be discour-
aged. We have won much support. The whole petroleum indus-
try, the business and commercial interests, the farmers and the
landowners of the oil-producing States now present a solid front
in demanding immedate relief, and are militantly supporting the
program for the exclusion of a foreign oil from the domestic
markets, either through the instrumentality of a protective tariff,
or if the political exigencies prevent that form of remedy, then
by an embargo for a period of years forbidding any importation
of oil products whatever.

The directors of the American Petroleum Institute, at its meet-
ing in Chicago, November 10, adopted by a majority vote, a reso-
lution indorsing in principle, a tariff on the importation of crude
oil and refined products into the United States. On December 5,
at the annual meeting of the directors of the General Mid-
Continent Oil and Gas Association, which assoclation embraces
the six States of Kansas, Oklahoma, New Mexico, Texas, Louisiana,
and Arkansas, and contains in its membership representatives
of most of the producing, refining, and marketing interests en-
gaged in business in that district, adopted with only one dis-
senting vote, a resolution strongly demanding a tariff on oil and
refined products, and directing the officers of the association
to do everything in their power to secure that form of relief for
the industry. The Rocky Mountain Ofl and Gas Association took
similar action. All the local oil and gas associations throughout
the country have done likewise. The Independent Petroleum
Association of America, with membership in every oil-producing
State of the Union, is a unit in demanding tariff relief. The
chambers of commerce of most of the cities and towns in the
oil States have likewise demanded a tariff on oil. A number of
State legislatures, which have been in session since the depression
in the oil industry has become acute, have memorialized Con-
gress for this relief, the latest one to take such action being the
Legislature of California, early this week. Various farm organiza-
tions have taken a decided stand in favor of a tariff on oil.

With this united and determined support, I feel that Congress
and the administration should and will give heed to our prayers
and grant us that protection which only they can grant, and
thus prevent our complete demoralization and ruin. The histori-
cal and statistical facts justify, the social and economic condi-
tions demand this relief. Certainly, with all this before them,
our Government can ind a way.
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TRENDS IN TRANSPORTATION—ARTICLE FROM YALE DAILY NEWS

Mr. GOFF. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to
have printed in the Recorp an article from the Yale Daily
News of January 12, 1931, entitled “ Future Trends in Amer-
ican Transportation.” It reflects the growth of our country
and then convincingly explains the effect of such growth
upon the ever-advancing industrial life of our people. If
points the way to economic stability in the days to come and
coordination of the many conflicting interests in the ever-
changing present. It is analytical, illuminating, and helpful.
It should be read by everyone who is studying and trying to
solve this intricate problem of national and international
transportation.

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be
printed in the Recorb, as follows:

[From the New Haven (Conn.) Yale Daily News, January 12, 1931]
FUTURE TRENDS IN AMERICAN TRANSPORTATION

One hundred years ago American railways entered the transpor-
tation field, playing but a small part at first, but eventually per-
forming substantially all of the transportation required because
all other agencies of transportation were unable to compete with
them in either rates or services. This growth and e on
through the years brought into immediate contact portions of the
country which formerly had been far apart, and this low cost of
transportation which they provided enabled the industry of
America to do business profitably and economically over the vast
areas of the United States. Thus the rise of America to the in-
dustrial supremacy of the world parallels the development of its
low-cost rail transportation.

One result, however, of America's growth both in population
and industry has been to center enormous populations around
the larger cities, and the creation of these larger centers has
tended to offset the very thing the rallroads accomplished, namely,
transportation at low cost.

Development of the larger centers of population made neces-
sary a secondary transportation system—a system for distribution
from the raliroad to the consumer. But the growth of this sec-
ondary system has gone beyond the stage of merely supplement-
ing rail transportation and has become, through its transition
stages, an actual and substantial competitor of the rail system.
In other words, the growth of the motor industry in America has
been accompanied by the development of a system of highways
for the use of the automobile, which have also become highways
for commerce in competition with the railroad.

American ingenuity has endeavored to avoid the high costs of
rail transportation in congested areas by using this new form of
transportation, but at only slightly lower cost of fransportation
to the consumer.

If these two forms of transportation should confinue to de-
velop separately, each independent and regardless of the other,
they will be an Impediment rather than a help to America's in-
dustrial growth. If they grow supplementary to each other, the
progress of America over the next few d es will be steadily
forward. Moreover, by supplementing each o they can benefit
each other as well as benefit themselves. -

Motor transportation has the advantage of the cheaper terminal
costs; rail transportation has the advantage of the cheaper costs
for the haul. It is financially and physically impossible for the
railways to extend to the larger areas the same economy of
terminal service as they have been able in the past to give to
the smaller communities. It is Impossible for the motor agencles
with their individual units, to give the economy in distance
transportation which the railways can provide through their mass
movements in train loads.

The basis of sound, economic coordination is, therefore, obvious:
If the railways meet the issue they will give to the motors their
terminal delivery. If the motors meet the issue they will give
to the railways their long haul. Acting together they be
able to give to the public a cheaper transportation than it is now
getting, without lessening the return to either. The railways not
only will have to readjust, but are in the process at this time of
readjusting their methods and practices, so as to be able to co-
ordinate with the motor industry. The motor industry itself is
also showing fts willingness to adjust its methods and practices
to coordinate with rail transportation.

The primary reason for coordination of these two transporta-
tion agencies is the cost of distribution, prineipally in the larger
terminal areas, where the terminal delivery costs are greater than
the cost of the rail haul itself. .

In the larger centers the rail terminals are in effect moving
farther and farther away from the consumers of transportation,
and as the larger centers grow and business hunts for less ex-
pensive locations of manufacture, the costs from the rail head
to the industry increases as handling and rehandling become
necessary. The problem of the railways and motors in the ter-
minal therefore is so coordinate one with the other, as to elimi-
nate rehandling and save time.

This problem is already on its way to solution in some of the

centers through delivery by the rail carrier of freight ready
for motor haul to final destination, either by transferring it in
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containers direct to motor tractors, or tr: motor
bodies already loaded. e i

In the next few years merchandise freight, less-than-carload
freight, and, to some extent, a considerable portion of carload
freight will move direct from consignee to consignor practically
without rehandling. It will move either in truck body or con-
talner direct from the plant of the manufacturer to the railway
for transport and at the destination end of the rail haul it will
move direct from the railway to the door of the receiver. It will
also move at lesser rail costs but at greater potential , 88
far as the railway is concerned; at lesser truck costs but at
greater potential earnings, as far as the trucker is concerned; at
lesser total transportation costs, as far as both truck and railway
are concerned; and at lower costs for packing, stowing, and trans-
portation, as far as consignee and consignor are concerned.

The accomplishment of this end needs no restrictive regula-
tion—to the embarrassment .of either the railway or the motor.
What it requires is the cooperation of the public with both in-
dustries so that they may be able jointly to effect a coordinated
system which will be of vast public benefit.

Similar developments are under way with respect to the larger
manufactured articles as distinguished from merchandise freight.
The rallways can and will readjust their methods of
tion to suit the changed requirements of industry, at a profitable
return to themselves as well as with advantage to industry itself.

The railroad industry can bring back to itself the transporta-
tion of the larger and heavier commodities which over the last
decade have tended to leave them. For instance, in the auto-
mobile trade there has been a gradual tendency to hunt other
forms of tion instead of the railways for the delivery
of automobiles. By redesigning equipment suitable to the evo-
lution of this business and with the cooperation of the industry
itself, the railways can provide a means of dellvering this trafiic
which has been lost, in quicker time, in better shape, and at
lesser cost without reducing the return to themselves.

In dealing with the low-grade commodities, the problem of the
railways generally parallels what it was in the past, namely, mass
production; bigger cars and bigger trains, with the producers
and the carriers working together for the more economical han-
dling and the better marketing of the production.

In passenger transportation the bus, properly coordinated with
rail transportation will never seriously invade the railway field.
Regulated to the advantage of the bus itself and supplanting
intraurban and interurban service as it does, it can be made a
very necessary supplementary part of rall transportation.

Along all these lines of development the practical success which
the railways can achieve is indicated by what has already been
done and is now under way on the Pennsylvania Railroad.

The only restrictions that can possibly impede the future prog-
ress of the rallways in American transportation are political and
not economic; restrictions as to car size and train size, and the
survival of certain legislative restrictions based on suspicions of
‘the past, which bar the railways from engaging Iin waterway
transportation and prevent them from applying to rail-waterway
transportation the advantages of coordinated service which they
are applying to rail-motor fransportation.

In conclusion, it may be pointed out that railroad develop-
ment in this country can be divided generally into three :

1. The period of rallroad building and expansion of the physical
plant,

2. The period of intensive internal development of the effi-
ciency of that plant.

3. The period of expansion into new forms of transportation

by the growth and progress of business, and the neces-
gity for the most economical distribution.

American railways are entering now upon the third stage.
Their success will depend, in this period, as in each of the other
periods, on their ability to produce economically the transporta-
tion required In whatever form that service is performed.

There is no basis whatsoever for pessimism in respect of the
future of the railroads. New forms of transportation and the
possibilities of coordinating them with the raflroads offer a
field of railroad expansion which should not only meet the mod-
ern needs of business in cutting distribution costs, but should
also be reflected in more stable and satisfactory returns upon
the capital invested in all forms of transportation.

MR. RASKOB AND THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I move that the Senate take
a recess until to-morrow at——

Mr. GLENN. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah
yield to the Senator from Illinois?

Mr. SMOOT. 1 yield.

Mr. GLENN. Late yesterday afternoon I offered for print-
ing in the REcorp an article by Mr. Frank Kent regarding
Mr. Raskob. The minority leader of the Senate, the Sena-
tor from Arkansas [Mr. Roepmson], made inquiry of me as
to whether the letter of Mr. Raskob, to which the Kent
article is a reply, had been printed in the Recorp. I said
I did not know, whereupaon the Senator from Arkansas ob-
jected, as I thought properly—at least I found no fault with
him for so doing.
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I now offer as a part of my remarks and ask that there
may be printed at this point in the Recorp an article en-
titled “ The Prize Paradox,” printed in the Baltimore Sun
of January 6, 1931, signed by Mr. Kent, Mr. Raskob’s reply
thereto entitled “ Raskob Denies Democratic Party His Own,”
the article covering the reply being written by Mr. J. F.
Essary and published in the Baltimore Sun of January 13,
and a third article entitled “A Reply to Mr. Raskob,” pub-
lished in the Baltimore Sun under date of January 14, and
signed by Frank R. Kent. These articles, as I understand,
constitute the entire series on the subject.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and it is so ordered.

The articles referred to are as follows:

[From the Baltimore Sun of January 6, 1931]
THE GREAT GAME oF PoLITICS—THE PRIZE PARADOX
By Frank R. Kent

WasHINGTON, January 5.—Converts to a cause are always more
zealous than those born in the faith. Perhaps that is one reason
for the extraordinary enthusiasm that now characterizes the
democracy of Mr. John J. Raskob, chairman of the national com-
mittee. In the past two years there have been various demon-
strations of Mr. Raskob's devotion to his present party as evinced
by his financial support. The extent to which he has become the
actual owner of the party machinery, which for all practical pur-

is the party, was never as completely revealed, however, as
on last Friday when Mr. Gerard, treasurer of the committee, filed
his annual report with the House of Representatives.

It was then made plain that there just isn't anything else to the
party organization except Mr. Raskob. He has taken over all its
liabilities, assumed all its debts and is paying out of his own
pocket all its running expenses, far heavier now than ever before.
He not only has reduced the party deficit, which was nearly a
million dollars, to $628,000, but has assumed responsibility for
the $628,000. The party now owes Mr. Raskob personally nearly a
quarter of a million dellars. The receipts of the committee for
the year were $619,000, its expenditures $512,000. Of the money
received all save $15,000 in small contributions came through
Mr. Raskob.

It was Mr. Raskob who expanded the Washington headquarters,
put Mr. Shouse in charge and is paying all operating expenses,
including $27,000 a year to Mr. Shouse's brother-in-law, Mr.
Waller B. Hunt, who is in charge of “ organization,” and $21,000 a
year to Mr. Charles Michelson, whose 2-year publicity campaign
has marked a new development in politics, Also, he pays Mrs.
Nellie Ross $8,500, presumably for work among women, Further,
Mr. Raskob, it seems, sent personal contributions to various Demo-
cratic senatorial and congressional candidates in the last cam-
paign. Add up all these items and the Raskob ownership of the
party seems pretty well established. Never in the 135 years of its
his has it been so heavily obligated to a single individual.
Never has any party been so deeply in debt to one man. The
thing is unprecedented. It is real news. It is amazing that not
more has been made of it. In the past when the Democratic Party
had a note in bank it was indorsed by sometimes as many as 30
or more names. Now there is but one name on the back.

There are several views of the Raskob ownership. One is that
Mr. Raskob is a grand little guy who became chairman to help
his friend Mr. Smith, but once in, instead of quitting as he might
have done, is gallantly playing the game out in a grand manner;
that he has no personal ends to serve, and party people generally
should rejoice over an angel of such enormous wealth and un-
precedented liberality. It is a great piece of luck. He has made
the party a vibrant instrument, pulled it out of the financial
swamp, made it an effective fighting force. He is entitled to
gratitude and appreciation.

Another view is that there is nothing in Mr. Raskob's record
to show that he is either a sucker who throws money recklessly
around or a Democrat through principle, preference, or conviction.
On the contrary, in money matters Mr. Raskob is a typically hard-
boiled multimillionaire. As far as his Democracy is concerned,
he pecame a Democrat solely because of the Smith candidacy.
Prior to 1928 he consistently contributed to and voted for the
Republican candidates, including Coolidge, Harding and Hughes.
To think that his present extraordinary financial support of the
Democratic Party is wholly disinterested and unselfish is not
reasonable,

Men like Mr. Raskob do not operate that way. The fact is the
completeness with which he finances the party means that he
controls—or can when he wants—its publicity and fixes its direc-
tion. It means that no one unacceptable to him personally and
out of tune with his ideas can be nominated in 1932. It means
tHat if the party wins the Presidency next time it will be Raskob's
money that made it possible and he will be entitled to anything
he wants under the administration. And the answer to that is,
Why not? Certalnly he will have pald for it. And, anyhow,
there is nothing quite as absurd as these politicians who criticize
Mr. Raskob for not being * disinterested and unselfish.,” A dis-
interested and unselfish politician! Who ever heard of such a
thing? It would be the prize paradox.

[From the Baltimore Sun of January 13, 1931]

Rasxop DENIES DEMOCRATIC PARTY Is OWNED—NATIONAL CHAIRMAN,
IN OPEN LETTER, REPLIES TO FRANK R. KENT—SAYS SMITH FRIENDS
Cur DEBT BY MILLION-——CHARGES CERTAIN REPUBLICANS SEEK TO
FoMENT RELIGIOUS HATRED

By J. F. Essary

WasHINGTON, January 12.—John J. Raskob, Democratic national
chairman, openly charged to-night that a “strong group in the
Republican National Commitiee has been fomenting religious and
class hatreds during the past two years and prostituting the Re-
publican Party to gain ballots from a misinformed, abused, and
misguided public.”

This charge was made in replylng to an article by Frank R.
Eent in the Sun of January 6, in which Mr. Kent had referred to
the unprecedented financial assistance given the Democratic na-
tional organization by Mr. Raskob.

Mr, Raskob's letter as addressed to Mr. Kent and as issued pub-
licly by the Democratic National Committee is as follows:

“My attention has been called to an article written by you,
published on January 6. It is difficult to understand why & man
of your standing should join that small group of writers whose
articles generally have little regard for the truth and are written
in sensational style for consumption of a gullible public. Ordi-
narily, real men refuse to dignify articles and writers of this type
with the slightest recognition, but when you liken the Democratic
Party to a common harlot that can be bought and sold, used and
abused at will, you tramp on the toes of millions of Democrats who
are proud of their heritage, glory in the traditions of their party,
and resent your insults. f

“You charge that I have taken over all the liabilities of the
Democratic Party, assumed all its debts; that I am the only in-
dorser on its notes; that I put Mr. Shouse in charge and am pay-
ing all operating expenses, including several large salaries, and
have made great reduction in the party debt—in short, that I have
bought and paid for the party.

DENIES ALL STATEMENTS

“ None of these statements is true. I am one of a group of men
indorsing the only committee note outstanding. I have assumed
none of the liabilities and none of the debts of the committee.
Mr, Shouse was unknown to me previous to the 1928 campaign
and was selected as chairman of the executive committee of the
Democratic National Committee by the members of that com-
mittee after long and careful consideration of several important
names and after consulting with other strong party leaders.

“ He is in complete charge of and responsible for work assigned
to him, has selected and employed every one of his own staff
(including Mr. Hunt, whom you designate as his brother-in-law,
but who, in fact, is not related to him in anyway), without rec-
ommendation from me; has never been interfered with by me, but
has shaped his policies and conducted his work most successfully
through working in close communion and harmony with the
members of the Democratic National Committee, and particularly
with Democratic Senators and Representatives, who are easily
accessible in Washington.

SMITH'S FRIENDS CUT DEET

* The million dollars' reduction in the party debt was made not
by me, but by close friends and associates of Governor Smith,
who felt great responsibility for a large part of our deficit and
met it, I am loaning money to the national committee, which
will be repaid. As a result of the party’s defeat in 1928 and the
severe financial depression of the past 15 months it has been
difficult to raise money to carry.-on our work. My faith and con-
fidence in the fundamental liberal principles of the Democratic
Party gave me a great sense of security in the party's virility and
the repayment of necessary loans.

“ The recent 1930 elections fully justify my falth, and the party
is now bigger, stronger, and better organized nationally than ever.
Plans are under way for a nation-wide fund-raising campaign to
meet our debts and provide money to continue the great work
the national organization is now doing.

DENIES HE WAS REPUBLICAN

““Your article infers that I was a Republican and states that I
voted for Coolidge, Harding, and Hughes, and became a Democrat
solely because of the Smith candldacy. None of the above is true,
although it has been used by the Republicans as political propa-
ganda in every malicious way possible and in spite of my denials.
The facts are that my grandfather, father, and whole family were
Democrats, and I lived with them until 27 years of age, when I
married into a family that have been Democrats always, having
settled in Maryland in 1634 and lived there ever since.

“1 disapproved of the party's attitude on silver in 1896, and In
consequence, although generally voting the Democratic ticket,
have always been an independent in polities until I affiliated with
the Democratic Party. I have never affiliated with the Republican
Party, never voted or took part in its primaries, did vote for a
Republican President, and belong to the Union League, a social
club, in Philadelphia, the charter of which provides that a member
must believe in our republican form of government. It does not
provide a member must be a Republican.

* When I was elected a member, the membership committee were
told I voted for President Wilson. and my resignation has not
been requested by reason of belng chairman of the Democratic
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National Committee or otherwise. Furthermore, a substantial
number of its membership voted for Hon. Alfred E. Smith for
President in 1928, and an even greater number voted for Mr.
Hemphill for Governor of Pennsylvania last November.

REFERS TO HOOVER'S REPORTED SHIFT

“There 15 no apology needed for any man whose convictions
are changed on any subject. Gossip has it that Mr. Hoover was
formerly a Democrat. It was his right to change his opinion
and his politics, but when your article infers that I was a
Republican and changed to the Democratic Party because of my
religion and because Alfred E. Smith is a Roman Catholic, you
are merely joining that strong group in the Republican National
Committee that have been fomenting religious and class hatreds
during the past two years and prostituting the Republican Party
to gain ballots from a misinformed, abused, and misguided public.

“ Seeds of hatred sown wildly in times of depression and poverty
fall on soil made very fertile for weedy growth by hunger and
suffering in times like these. 1f the consequences thereof could
be visited on those guilty of sowing the seed, no one would com-
plain. But it is the poor and innocent public, ignorant of the
facts, that must suffer the consequences.

* Because of an appreciation of its responsibility the Democratic
National Committee has conducted clean campaigns devoid of
nefarious practices, despite the artifices of its adversaries. Shame
on the man who, in such circumstances, masqu as a
member of the party, should pervert his talents to such improper
usages and make himself part and parcel of the campaign of
bigotry and intolerance in which the Republican Party is engaged.

“ Never In its history has our country had greater need for
pure, unselfish, patriotic service than now. My lack of education
in political matters makes politics dificult and unattractive to me.
However, when drafted into service through the chairmanship of
the Democratic National Committee, I responded to the call con-
fident in the bellef that it is only through the Democratic Party
that we can quickly return to the liberal form of government
established by the founders of our Government when they
adopted the Constitution of the United States. I accepted my
position with the distinct understanding that I desired no public
office and would consider unfair any attempt to draft me farther
into public service.

“The Democratic Party is not and will not be controlled
by any man or small group of men. Nominations for President
and Vice President will be made by the Democratic National
Convention and not dictated by any cliqgue. When this great
party bows to the control of one man or small group of men as
does the Republican Party, it will cease to be Democratic, will
cease to exist, and will not have me, a true liberal in every sense
of the word, as its national chairman.

LOOKS TO 1932 CAMPAIGN

“ Unselfish, patriotic service to one’'s country can easily be
viewed by selfish, suspicious people as a ‘prize paradox,’ but,
thank God, the country is overflowing with unselfish, patriotie
citizens who are only awaiting the 1832 national elections to
follow a leader carrying their banner.

“As your article was published on the front page of the
Baltimore Sun of January 6, I am giving this letter to the press
for the information of the people of the country.

“ Very truly yours,
“(Signed) JoHN J. RASKOB,
“ Chairman Democratic National Commitiee.”

[From the Baltimore Sun of January 14, 1931]
THE GREAT GAME oF PoLiTics—A REPLY TO MR. RASEOB
By Frank R. Eent

WasHINGTON, January 13.

Dear Mr. Rasxon: Your letter of January 12, in which you reply
to an article of mine in the SBun asserting that you had under-
written the very heavy expenses of the Democratic headquarters in
Washington, had assumed all the party liabilities, reduced the
million-dollar debt, personally loaned the party a quarter of a
million dollars, and owned the committee machinery, because you
had paid for it, was received this morning. You are entitled to
the courtesy of a reply.

Aside from the personal abuse of myself and a number of cal-
culated false statements, your letter seems to me evasive, deceitful,
and disingenuous, deliberately designed to obscure the facts, not
to clarify them. I can quite understand that neither you nor Mr.
Shouse nor the rest of your committee employees could sit still
under my article. All I did was to take the facts and figures re-
vealed by Mr. Gerard's report to the House of Representatives,
together with other generally known facts about your party financ-
ing, and print them in a logical sequence. But it so happened
that no one had done this before, and when it appeared In print
the picture was not a pretty one. It scared you and it scared your
pay-roll boys. After the clippings from all parts of the country
in which the article was reprinted began to come in your pub-
licity department felt the thing had to be answered.

Democrats generally had not exactly realized the degree of
your party ownership, and the reaction when they did was dis-
tinctly unfavorable. So after six days I got a letter. It would
have been shrewder for you to have answered it immediately, thus
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avolding that week during which the facts sank in and thus mak-
ing your indignation seem a little less spurious. Because you
know and I know you are not really indignant; you are just a
bﬂmast—h’mbeaﬂng amateur in politics who has had the covers pulled
o 3

Now, then, in view of your excited denunciation of me as one
having little regard for the fruth and the vehemence of your
general denials, I herewith repeat the main statements I made in
the Baltimore Sun on January 6.

I assert that so far as the Democratic Party has liabilitles and
debts you have taken them over. There may be other indorsers
on the note, but your name heads the list and you are the chief
responsible person and so recognized. You have done all the
financing and it is you who have reduced the $1,000,000 debt to
approximately $600,000. Further, I assert that you selected Mr.
Shouse as executive chairman, arranged for the expanded head-
quarters in Washington, for the high-priced publicity department,
and underwrote for a period of three years the unprecedented °
expenses of the work here.

I further assert that the record shows the Democratic Party
to-day personally owes you for money loaned a quarter of a mil-’
lion dollars. I further assert that it owes you more every month,
not less, and that in the last campaign the record shows nine-
tenths of all money contributed came from you.

I further assert that in the history of this country no political
party was ever under sych financial obligations to any individual
as the Democratic Party is to-day under to you. You brought
the party out of bankruptcy, put it through the receivership, stood
it on its financial obligations to its financial feet, and then clapped
a first on it. You are the first-mortgage holder.

That's the story as I wrote it, and that's the story as I repeat
it. You can quibble as much about details as you please and you
can dwell upon your unselfishness and purity and upon my wick-
edness and unregeneracy as often as your press department can
write your letters, but it is in every essential fact a true story,
which well you know. So does every other clear-headed man.
I did not in my article Intimate that in what you had done finan-
cially for the Democratic Party you had any sinister purpose, I
did not intimate—nor do I think—that you are a bad man, nor
& vicious one. Nor do I think you either a big or an unselfish
one. I think you, like most of us, are just about as good as you
know how to be. Nevertheless, I do not Believe it a healthful or
a happy thing for the Democratic Party to permit you or any
other man to so completely keep it finaneially, and I think you
are a little out of focus or you would not have gone as far as you
have, even though the money means little to you.

I particularly do not believe the s chances for success Iin
1932 are enhanced by the condition in which you have put it by
such extraordinary generosity. It wasn't necessary for you to
save it to that extent. It would have lasted. You seem greatly
aggrieved at my statement that you were a Republican until 1928
and that you voted for Hughes, Harding, and Coolidge. That
statement was made many times in practically every paper in
the country in 1928. This is the first time I have ever seen a
denial from you. You say in one breath it isn't true and in the
next that you did vote for a Republican President. You do not
say you did not vote for more than one, though that is the idea
you try to convey. I don't withdraw it because I am unconvinced,
but it isn't important. You may or you may not have been a
Republican. That does not affect the fact that you are the
first-mortgage holder of the Democratic Party to-day, and in my
Judgment that is not a good thing.

As a Democrat who has not yet scratched a Democratic ticket
and does not expect to; as a Democrat who voted for Al Smith in
1928 and expects to vote for a Democrat in 1932; as a Democrat
whose people were voting for Democratic candidates in Maryland
before those ancestors you refer to knew there was such a State
or such a party—as that sort of Democrat, I don't like the idea
of the Democratic Party owing you so much money. Even if I
didn't know you, I wouldn't like it. It gives a Democrat an
unpleasant and uncomfortable feeling. The Democratic Party
ought not to let any rich man so completely finance its activities
and pay its bills. It isn't self-respecting and it isn't democratic
and it isn't good.

You say that ultimately you expect the Democratic Party to
pay you back the money you have loaned. I think you are opti-
mistic and not sincere about that. However, as a Democrat I am
s0 completely convinced that it would be so much of a help to the
Democratic Party in the next campaign to pay you off and get rid
of you that, though I am not a rich man, I will very cheerfully
contribute to that end.

I haven't space here to take up in detail the many misstate-
ments you make in your letter, nor to show the hollow character
of your denials. You know perfectly well I did not *liken the
Democratic Party to a harlot.” You know perfectly well, too, that
I did not imply that you had become a Democrat because of
your religion and because Smith is a Roman Catholic. You know
perfectly well that I hate bigots as bitterly as you and have fought
them with a clearer conscience. You know that part of your
letter is rot. You are not dumb and you know better. If I
thought you meant this cheap stuff I would tell you it is a con-
temptible falsehood, without a shadow of justification or excuse,
I would add that it was made in a contemptible way and that in
making it you measure up to the lowest known political tradition.
I prefer to think that this idea was put in by whoever wrote that
letter for you—that it isn't your own, but you took it. I don't
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want to regard you as that type of man. Af any rate, it makes
me sure Charley Michelson didn't write the letter for you. He
would have done a better job.
Vi sincerely,
b t Franx R. EENT.

JoHN J. RASKOB,
Chairman Democratic National Commitiee,
Washington, D. C.

P. S—One thing—and only one thing—in my article I want to
retract. That Is the statement that Mr. Hunt is Mr. Shouse’s
brother-in-law. I was incorrectly informed and apologize to them
both.

RECESS

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate take a recess until
to-morrow at 11 o'clock a. m.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 20
minutes p. m.) the Senate took a recess until to-morrow,
Friday, January 16, 1931, at 11 o'clock a. m.

NOMINATIONS
Ezxecutive nominations received by the Senale January 15
(legislative day of January 5), 1931
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

Frank Martinez, of New York, to be United States attor-
ney, district of Porto Rico, to succeed John L. Gay, resigned.

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY
MEDICAL CORPS
To be first lieutenants

First Lieut. Harold Hanson Twitchell, Medical Corps Re-
serve, with rank from January 9, 1931.
First Lieut. Kenneth George Gould, Medical Corps Re-
serve, with rank from January 9, 1931.
First Lieut. Richard Love Daniel, Medical Corps Reserve,
with rank from January 9, 1931.
First Lieut. Thomas James Hartford, Medical Corps Re-
serve, with rank from January 9, 1931.
Pirst Lieut. Paul Herbert Martin, Medical Corps Reserve,
with rank from January 9, 1931.
First Lieut. Saunders Murray, Medical Corps Reserve, with
rank from January 9, 1931.
First Lieut. William Henry Christian, jr., Medical Corps
Reserve, with rank from January 9, 1931.
First Lieut. Otto Leonard Churney, Medical Corps Reserve,
with rank from January 9, 1931.
First Lieut. Henry Clay Chenault, Medical Corps Reserve,
with rank from January 9, 1931.
APPOINTMENT, BY TRANSFER, IN THE ARMY
TO FIELD ARTILLERY
Lieut. Col. Sherman Miles, Coast Artillery Corps (de-
tailed in General Staff Corps), with rank from August
24, 1929,
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY
To be colonels
Lieut. Col. Richard Wilde Walker, Cavalry, from Jan-
uary 9, 1931.
Lieut. Col. Carl Carlton Jones, Quartermaster Corps, from
January 14, 1931.
To be lieutenant colonels
Maj. William Ducachet Geary, Field Artillery, from Jan-
uary 9, 1931.
Maj. Emil Pehr Pierson, Cavalry, from January 14, 1931,
subject to examination required by law.
To be majors
Capt. Robert Graham Forsythe, Signal Corps, from Jan-
uary 9, 1931.
Capt. Orsen Everett Paxton, Infantry, from January
14, 1931.
To be captains
First Lieut. George Washington Polk, jr., Air Corps, from
January 9, 1931.
First Lieut. Francis Herron Jack, jr., Infantry, from Jan-
uary 9, 1931,
First Lieut. Devereux Maitland Mpyers, Air Corps, from
January 11, 1931.
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First Lieut. Alfred Warrington Marriner, Air Corps, from
January 14, 1931.

First Lieut. Guy Harrison Gale, Air Corps, from January
14, 1931.

To be first lieutenants

Second Lieut. Meredith Cornwell Noble, Infantry, from
January 9, 1931,

Second Lieut. George Henry McManus, jr., Field Artillery,
from January 9, 1931.

Second Lieut. Leo Francis Kengla, jr., Infaniry, from
January 11, 1931.

Second Lieut. Robert Emmett Burns, Signal Corps, from
January 12, 1931.

Second Lieut. John Amoes Hall, Infaniry, from January
14, 1931.

Second Lieut. Donald Janser Bailey, Coast Artillery Corps,
from January 14, 1931, subject to examination required by
law.

DENTAL CORPS

To be major -

Capt. Clarence Constantin Olson, Dental Corps, from
January 10, 1931.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
THURSDAY, JANUARY 15, 1931

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D,
offered the following prayer:

Merciful God, we thank Thee that to-day offers another
opportunity for service. It is more—we would have it & new
life-confessing dependence upon divine grace and entering
upon an avowed devotion to our country’s welfare. In public
and in private life may we be strong, noble-minded, sweet-
tempered, and loving-hearted, always with fresh delight in
our labors. If lulled into carelessness, arouse us o manly
vigor; and if we cherish any bitterness, permit us not tc be
overpowered by it. Above all achievements is the wonder of
wonders and the marvelous possibility open fo us, namely,
in spirit-and in deed we can reflect the example of the great
Teacher. Our Father, parallel our pathway, and Thine shall
be the glory. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its principal
clerk, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the
joint resolution (H. J. Res. 447) entitled “ Joint resolution
making an appropriation to carry out the provisions of the
public resolution entitled ‘ Joint resolution for the relief of
farmers in the drought and/or storm stricken areas of the
United States,’ approved December 20, 1930,” and had re-
ceded from ifs amendments numbered 1 and 2 to said joint
resolution.

The message also announced that the Vice President had
appointed Mr. Reep and Mr. FLETcHER members of the joint
select committee on the part of the Senate as provided for in
the act of February 16, 1889, as amended by the act of
March 2, 1895, entitled “An act to authorize and provide for
the disposition of useless papers in the executive depart-
ments,” for the disposition of useless papers in the War
Department.

THE CHRISTIE TANK

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for one-half minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Mississippi?

There was no objection.

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House,
the famous Christie tank is at the east door of the Capitol
and will be there until about 2.30 this afternoon for the
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inspection of Members of the Congress. This is, perhaps,
the most modern and important fighting implement that
has been invented since the war, and I personally—and I
know I speak for the other members of the subcommittee—
would like for every Member of the House to see it.

POST OFFICE AND TREASURY APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent fo
take from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 14246) making
appropriations for the Treasury and Post Office Departments
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other pur-
poses, with Senate amendments, further insist upon dis-
agreement to’ the Senate amendments, and agree to the
conference asked by the Senate.

Mr STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to
object, I understand there are one or two items that the
conferees have refused to approve in conference.

Mr, WOOD. Yes.

Mr. STAFFORD. What is the scope of those provisions?

Mr, WOOD. There are several controversial items. One
is with reference to an appropriation for an air line from
the United States to Mexico City; another an appropriation
of $750,000 for an air line from St. Paul to Seattle; and
another is the salary increases.

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman does not mean to say
that the Senate is insisting on additional appropriations for
the air mail service in addition to the amounts incorporated
in the bill?

Mr. WOOD. That is what they are doing.

Mr. STAFFORD. The appropriation for the line to Mex-
ico City is in addition to the $7,000,000 which we appro-
priated, although it was shown that the receipts from air
mail for foreign service is only $332,000. We are appro-
priating $7,000,000 as a pure subsidy for the carriage of
mail from foreign ports like Cristobal to Pernambuco. A

Mr. WOOD. We are further insisting on disagreement to
that provision.

Mr, STAFFORD. I hope the House conferees will con-
tinue to insist until next December.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Indiana? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none, and appoints the following conferees: Messrs.
Woop, TeATCHER, HarpY, WELSH of Pennsylvania, BYRNs,
and ARNOLD.

AMERICA'S INTEREST IN THE BANK FOR INTERNATIONAL SETTLE-
MENTS

Mr. McFADDEN. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing an address
delivered by myself at Providence, R. I, night before last.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. McFADDEN. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to ex-
tend my remarks in the REecorp, I include the following
speech delivered by me Tuesday evening, January 13, 1931,
before the Economic Club, of Providence, R. I.:

For nearly a year now the Bank for International Settlements,
which in its conception was to have a corporate being free from
political control by any sovereign power, has been able to enjoy
corporate existence and enter upon its unique functions because
ihe soverelgn state of Switzerland generously consented to become
its creator.

It was created In this normal and prosalc way because, however,
portentous its advent upon the human scene may be, miraculous
birth did not seem feasible for it to the members of the Young
Committee in 1929. Switzerland was selected as its parent be-
cause the thought of its birth and growth from youth to ma-
turity taking place at London aroused such ineradicable appre-
hensions at Paris, and the thought of such growth taking place
at Paris aroused such precisely similar apprehensions at London,
that some sovereign power which was not suspect had to be
chosen.

Every bank exists by virtue of the physical protection which
the state which creates it gives to it. Policemen or gendarme
patrol its approaches, and if need be the military forces of the
state intervene to guard its treasures the depredations of
marauders. The reciprocal obligation follows of loyalty and obedi-
ence on the part of the bank to the will of its soverelgn creator
and to it alone.

The Swiss are a redoubtable people. Surrounded through the
centuries by warlike and aggressive powers, they have expelled
every incursion of the foreigner into their mountain fastnesses

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

JANUARY 15

and maintained their independence unimpaired. They would be
quick to oppose any aggression from without.

Swiss honor also is unimpeachable, and the bank’'s directors
may therefore rest easy as to the safety of the funds within its
vaults, even though those funds would necessarily be at the dis-
posal of the Swiss state.

Should an aggressive European power, or a coalition of powers,
threaten a raid upon those vaults, the entire military force of
Switzerland may be depended upon to die to the last man in
its defense as they did at Morgarten or St. Jaques,

This is a heavy responsibility for the world to ask the state of
Switzerland to accept. But the responsibility may be greatly
lightened if the bulk of the gold stocks of the bank may, by
arrangement, be left on deposit in Paris or London, so that, for
the most part, gold transfers may be effected by mere book entries
as is the custom of the central bank of a sovereign state in mak-
ing transfers of gold between private domestic banks. In such
case the total amount of the treasure in the vaults of the bank
:ﬁe Basel mllglgntsl;els;rery st;mg and it vtvoltgdbxl:mtdbe necessary for

promis ou ur ou ood upon the ste
of the bank. ¢ 2 57 o

In such case, also, the strength of the bank will rest upon moral
prestige and not upon the support of physical force except such
as in an exceptional case the League of Nations might marshal
for its protection. So highly does our Federal reserve system
esteem the moral prestige of the bank that it has already parted
with some of its high officials in order that they may become
officers of the Bank for International Settlements and contribute
their talents to the bank's success.

It is said that the Federal reserve system puts such great con-
fidence in it that it may entrust a large part of its gold to the
custody of the bank, thus obviating the frequent shipment of
bullion across the Atlantic in either direction and greatly facili-
tating international transfer of funds.

As to the safety of the gold, besides the redoubtable n-
ship of the Swiss Government, the League of Nations could, at
need, marshal the collective military force of Europe against any
aggressor who, in defiance of a decision of the World Court, might
seek to seize it by force. Thus, whatever stocks of gold we en-
trusted to the Bank for Internatioral Settlements would be under
the protection of the council of the League of Nations.

In case our Federal reserve bank requested a gold credit, or
shipment of gold which we had on deposit in the Bank for
International Settlements, and this became a matter of dispute,
and the latter bank felt that it must refuse to make the transfer,
the American interests could file suit in the World Court, and the
Council of the League of Nations could be depended on to put
any decision of that court into execution.

While it is a legal truism that possession is nine points of the
law, and while possession of the disputed gold in such a case
would be held in Europe, the moral and judicial majesty of
the World Court will be such that it would be unthinkable for
the American litigants to question the decision.

Thus, these beneficent institutions of an enlightened age in-
sure the settlement of all financial differences between the United
States and the states of Europe by peaceful means.

I do not desire to make an address here, gentlemen, in an
fronical vein. My position in regard to the Bank for Interna-
tional Settlements is known. America should have no more
interest in this bank than it has in the Bank of England, the
Bank of France, the Reichsbank, or the Bank of Turkey. The
function of the Federal reserve system is to protect the gold
and regulate the currency of the United States, and its foreign
contacts should be only incidental to this purpose. Political
motives, such as financial aid in establishing or strengthening
any political power in Europe, or financial pressure to compel
action by some other political organism in Europe, ought not
to be within the authority of the Federal reserve system.

I have spoken frequently during the past year, in Congress
and elsewhere, upon the tendency of the Federal Reserve Bank
of Mew York to blaze an independent trail by establishing and
developing extensive contacts abroad for which it has no authoriza-
tion in law, and of the deleterious effects of its policies upon
our domestic conditions. I have covered the ground quite fully
and in that connection have warned against its efforts to involve
us in the world bank created by the Young plan.

The banking system of a state Is such as the state chooses to
set up. To coin money and regulate its value is an attribute of
sovereign power, and in the exercise of this power the sfate estab-
lishes its banking system. If the state abandons control of its
banking system to others it quickly ceases fto be sovereign, for
those who control the nation’s wealth control the nation. Within
the banking system of a soverelgn state mutual ald and credit
extensions among banks may be carried to great lengths for these
funds all remain under the control of the state. This is not true
as to forelgn banks, and the extension of credits to a foreign
state or bank ought not to be exercised at the independent will
of the banking system. They ought to be matters for decision by
sovereign authority.

We established the Federal reserve systém a few months before
the war broke out in Europe, and thereby created a centralized
control of currency and the use of credit. Each of the 12 Fed-
eral reserve banks was to regulate credit in its district according
to the needs there, and the activities of the reserve banks were to
be coordinated under the supervision of the Federal Reserve Board
at Washington.

‘The banks were given the power to buy and sell gold abroad,
but it was the intention of the makers of the Federal reserve
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act that this power should be merely incidental to the primary
purpose of affording proper credit facilities to American citizens,
The Federal reserve act did not contemplate the needs of the
foreigner; it contemplated the needs of the American people
solely,

B‘I.ft no sooner was the act passed and the Federal reserve
system set im operation than the war in Europe broke out and
exerted a profound influence upon our financial structure. The
Federal reserve system became the vehicle for the transfer of
vast funds from Europe to America, and especially after we
entered the war for the transfer of vast sums of American wealth
to Europe, These transfers were nearly all made through the
Federal Reserve Bank of New York. This expansion of the pur-
poses of the Federal reserve system was made by the authority
of the Government in Washington and was nécessitated by the
exigencies of war.

After we entered the war the successive Liberty and Victory
loans raised the necessary billions through subscription by the
pecple. The billions destined for Europe were, as it were, drawn
into a vast funnel whose mouth was the Federal Reserve Bank
of New York and from there poured across the Atlantic. This
raised the international bankers of New York who were represent-
ing foreign governments to a dizzy eminence of financial power
and created the most intimate contacts between the agents of the
respective financial powers in New York, London, and Paris. The
sense of unity with our associated nations in the war found its
highest expression in the trans-Atlantic contacts established by
these New York bankers. A roomy financial conduit had been
constructed across the Atlantic through which the entire liguid
wealth of either hemisphere might easily be transferred to the
other, provided those who controlled the wealth so desired.

That roomy financial conduit still exists as it was created in
war time. After performing its war functions it served again
from 1921 to 1924 for the great flow of gold metal westward when
Europe made a belated settlement of its vast unpaid trade balance.

When that service was completed the function of this trans-
Atlantic financial conduit, this feat of financial engineering,
should have come to an end. Having served its war purpose, it
should have been dismantled. It is too roomy for peace pur-
poses. Its potentialities are as great as would be those of a tunnel
from the United States to Europe built of stone and mortar. A
reconsideration of the Federal reserve act ought to have been
undertaken in 1925 and legislation effected to curb the powers
of the Federal Reserve Bank of New York. As it was not done
then, it is urgently needed now. Only a subordinate governmental
agency in its nature, the Federal reserve system, dominated by
a group of New York international bankers, is now claiming the
right to exercise its powers independent of governmental control.
It resents the suggestion of action by the Congress to regulate
its functions and it aspires to assert equality with, or superiority
over, the sovereign Government of the United States.

Suppose the Congress of the United States ylelds to these claims.
History, particularly recent history, shows that the great financiers
are able to insinuate their agents into high place with each in-
€O administration and to control both the State and Treasury
Departments. They dominate the policies of the executive branch.
If the Congress through the influence of the financial power over
it becomes unable to regulate the banking system of the country
and thus to curb an autocratic financial power, the political
Government at Washington will cease to be a sovereign power
and will become but the agent of an irresponsible and world-wide
financial autocracy.

And to what uses would the roomy, war-time financial conduit
across the Atlantic be put? Those superfinanciers who assume
to tell us what is best for us, citizens of the United States as they
are, are already saying that a redistribution of the great gold
stock of the United States is urgently needed. Assume that,
fascinated by these masterful voices, the citizenship of this
country interposes no obstacle and permits them to have their
way. Before any belated voices might rise in alarmed protest,
the deed would be done, and the Eastern Hemisphere would again
be dominant through the power of gold. The great savings-bank
deposits of the American people would shrink, credit, no longer a
common utility, would become the rich man’s privilege, money
would be scarce and poverty common; or if the effort were made
to furnish more currency than the attenuated gold base war-
ranted, there would be the eternal vexation of monetary troubles.

Economics is not one thing and politics another. If this great
change were brought about by the financiers, it would be the
most supendous political coup that the world ever saw. Nearly
all the currency of this country is now in the possession of the
great New York banks. Banks elsewhere and the people hold
depreciated securities and can not find the funds needed for
legitimate business. This currency ought to go back to the banks
of the country and to the people in order that the great internal
trade of the country may be stimulated and the great domestic
market resume its activity. Gathered into the vaults of New
York, this collective liquid wealth of the American people lies
entirely too conveniently near to the western mouth of the
roomy, war-time financial conduit to Europe.

We know what the money loaned to Europe in the war went for.
It went to pay for things which were being consumed in the holo-
caust of war. BSteadily the long-accumulated wealth flowed out
of Europe to pay for what the war was continuously burning up.
First, they spent their ready cash; then they sold their vast hold-
ings abroad to secure new credits; then, after we entered the war,
they borrowed $11,000,000,000 from us.
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No bulllon shipments were made on account of trade balance
after we entered the war, and it was because Europe was very
slow to make these shipments after the war ended that we suffered
the credit stringency which produced our hard times of 1920 and
1921. It was only after the allied states were forced to settle
their trade balance in gold that the credit base of our financial
structure was broadened by the acquisition of an adequate gold
stock that restored our banking system to a normal condition.
It was only after the exportation of this gold from Europe took
place also that the poverty to which the war had reduced all the
states of Europe became apparent. It was not until then that
realization came in the United States that Europe was impover-
ished and that the United States had become by far the wealthiest
country in the world.

Why should responsible authority seek, as it has done for years,
to conceal from public knowledge the simple explanation of the
great accumulation of our postwar wealth? That accumulation
of wealth is due essentially to the fact that from 1921 to 1924
there was a steady flow of gold coming into our ports chiefly from
Europe or on European account, reaching by the end of the third
year the figure of more than $2,000,000,000, This bullion
became gold reserves in the banks and furnished an amount of
good currency adequate to the needs of the vigorous industrial
population of our continent. Yet a few years ago a great com-
mission of economists appointed by political authority to deter-
mine the causes of our postwar prosperity wholly ignored this
single definite cause and ascribed it vaguely to “acceleration,
spread, and tempo.”

Why should they not have been honest and courageous about it?
If the public understood the specific cause for our postwar wealth,
and realizing the magnitude of that wealth, would it not have a
better understanding of the question of debts and reparations?

How could such a stupendous paroxysm of warfare, lasting for
nearly five years and exhausting every resource of the entire
continent of Europe, have failed to bring a profound change
in the world? Its economic consequences were manifested with
singular clearness by those steady shipments westward across
the Atlantic from 1912 to 1924 of more than 4,000 tons of gold
metal. Vast as have been these shipments of gold, they still
leave Europe in our debt; she still owes us the $11,000,000,000
of public debts which we loaned her in the war, and in addition
approximately four billions in private debts contracted since the
war ended. Why do not our economists, public and private,
acknowledge that it is the acquisition of our great postwar gold
stock that explains the economic power of the American Republic
to-day and that, if we relinquished possession of our gold, our
economic power would wane. Whence came the “ acceleration,
spread, and tempo” which the committee on economic changes
found to be the cause of American prosperity?

The war in Europe must be viewed from one of two opposed
standpoints, and in accordance with the view from one of these
standpoints the great financial and economic decisions of to-day
must be made, fixing the course of history for centuries to come.

In the first view, the war in Europe brought an era of history
to & close. It transferred the center of civilization’s power from
the Eastern Hemisphere to the Western. It made a new and
different conception of cultural life predominant in the world.

In the second view, the war in Europe changed nothing per-
manently. It brought greater temporary exhaustion to Europe
than any previous war had done, but recuperation will take place
with increasing rapidity and Europe will regain its former rela-
tive position in the world.

If the view from the first standpoint prevails, the United States
will retain and protect its gold stock and utilizing its resulting
economic power in the way it judges best, and Europe will ac-
quiesce in this decision.

If the second view prevails., the American people will regard-
their possession of $4,000,000,000 in gold as incidental and transi-
tory and acquiesce more or less actively in its redistribution
among those who held it before the war. They will suffer the
consequent lowering of their economic power with equanimity.
Europe will quickly regain possession of it, and with it of the
economic and political vigor which characterized that continent
before the war.

The struggle goes on between the two sides, Its evidences have
been plainly visible during the past decade.

I do not see how any administration in Washington could
fail to adopt the first view unequivocally. I do not see how any
administration could justify itself for adopting the second. Under
any circumstances, it would have no right to adopt and act upon
the second view until the guestion had been made a political
issue and the will of the people had been e In a demo-
cratic republic, great and vital questions of foreign policy are
not to be considered and decided In secret by a handful of men
in temporary office in Washington. The people of the Republic
have the right to determine their own destiny.

The peoples and governments of Europe are impoverished.
They wish and insist that we should pool our wealth with them
in order that the pre-war balance may be reestablished. It is
too much to ask of us, and the issue should be squarely met.
It should be made clear once and for all that the gold stock
of the United States is to remain here permanently to water
the garden of American industrial life. And it should be made
clear also that it 1s in this way that the United States cap
make its greatest contribution fo the world's civilization.

It is because the statesmen of Europe have for 12 years rejected
this reality and have tortured their brains with schemes for effect=
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ing the quick return to Eurepe of its lost gold that no progress
in reconstruction has been made. I have recently analyzed the
Stresemann policy, which for years all Europe has been

and have shown how under it was to be made over again
in a few years' time through the acquisition of billions of dollars
realized by the sale in the United States of German reparation
bonds, and I have shown the more than dubious moral and legal
quality of those bonds.

That such a scheme could have been openly pressed by our
own leading financiers, and surreptitiously aided by successive
administrations in Washington, as it has been, until it actually
reached dangerous proportions for us, is sufficient evidence that it
is time for the Congress and public opinion to interest themselves
in establishing proper control over our foreign relations.

The surreptitious support of this policy by the State and Treas-
ury Departments has continued for years. When the peace con-
ference convened in Paris after the war, the American delegation
was accompanied by a hundred eminent scholars with a library
of 10,000 books. Attachés of the American delegation sprang, as
it were, from the ground to accord their valuable aid in one or
another phase of the work to be done. But the men who emerged
from this intellectual welter to sit in the inner councils of the
conference and guide the steps of the American delegation were
a selected group of the international bankers of New York.

Hand and glove they worked with the internationalists of
Europe. The Europeans molded the treaty to suit themseives,
and the American financiers persuaded the American delegation
to sign it.

The treaty provided for reparations afterwards fixed at $33-
000,000,000, and Annex II to the reparation clauses provided that
this sum might be capitalized by the Allied Governments and sold
as bonds to purchasers on the world's investment markets. If
the bonds could be successfully marketed, France would receive
about $16,000,000,000 in cash, Britain six or seven billions, and the
smaller allles lesser sums.

The purpose of this provision, as subsequent events have proved,
was to sell the bonds in the United States chiefly, which would
thus pay the German indemnity to the Allies in cash, and look
to Germany for reimbursement. If the scheme could have been
executed in its pristine brightness, Europe would have been over
the effects of the war in 10 years time, and the United States
would not have retained its postwar wealth. The roomy, war-
time financial conduit was there to facilitate this great transac-
tion.

This provision in Annex II, the financial bankers of New York
induced the American delegation to the Peace Conference to
accept.

This purpose remains to-day the dominant motive of European
diplomacy and politics and the preoccupation of the New York
bankers. It found a medium of action in the Stresemann policy
of 1925 which has culminated in the launching on our markets
of the German international 54 bonds, which I discussed recently
in the House of Representatives. Fortunately, we seem to be fak-
ing warning against these bonds in time.

Having gotten the provisions of Annex II into the treatv, the
international bankers of New York came home to work on this
side to put it into execution, The refusal of the Senate to ratify
the treaty was a great setback, but the efforts went on just the
same. After 1921 the bankers attained control of the State De-
partment and the Treasury Department and have never relaxed
their grip upon the policles of these departments. Putting the
Stresemann policy into execution in the United States could not
be openly accomplished. Its purposes could not be openly avowed.
The State and Treasury Departments were in sympathy with it
but did not dare publicly to avow this sympathy. They were
reduced to the practice of roundabout and rather surreptitious
methods to further, gradually, the purposes of the international
bankers and the European governments. The State Department
has exercised unseen a definite support of the treaty of Versailles
in Europe, and the Treasury Department has not made the slight-
est effort to check the growth of unwarranted practices and powers
in the Federal Reserve Bank of New York. In all really important
negotiations con our European relations the State Depart«
ment has left action to private bankers instead of to the respon-
sible officials.

It secretly favored what was done by the Young committee in
1929, and in order that the Young plan might go into operation
without the necessity of treaty settlements which would involve
consideration of the whole matter by Congress, it made a special
agreement with Germany concerning the German debt to us
without which the Young plan could not have been adopted, and
which required only a joint resolution of Congress approving it
with reference to which general and open debate on the floors of
the Congress on the whole subject did not need to be risked.
The Young plan in its far- significance falls within the
purview of the Congress. It ought to have been fully considered
there. But in order that this might be obviated and publicity
avolded, the leaders of the organization in Congress in both Houses
were summoned to the White House on May 19, 1929, while the
Young committee was sitting in Paris, and there induced to agree
to what was being done in Europe and to promise favorable action
in both the Senate and House of Representatives. The result was
that inguiry by individual Senators and Congressmen was smoth-
ered when the matter came up for action last year, and a matter
which should have had the closest consideration by the Congress
was railroaded through without debate.

Gentlemen, it is this subtle influence in every branch of our
Government at Washington that 1s now a menace to the Nation's
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welfare. It Is undoubtedly present and its results are visible.
All its purposes converge upon a control of the Federal reserve
system and of the political government at Washington, in order
that national policy may be controlled by a few men and in the
interests primarily of the foreigner. The only way to bring this
condition to an end is by action in the Congress where alone the
interests of the pecple are represented. -

Now, in closing, let me say that under no circumstances ought
the Congress or the people to allow the United States Govern-
ment to be drawn slowly and by courses which can not be de-
tected by a scrutiny of the public press into virtual alliance with
the allled states for the maintenance of the status quo In Europe
as it is to-day. Under no circumstances ought the ground be
prepared for another American intervention in Europe's wars.

The Bank of International Settlements and the World Court
B;eNdetgtmed to be the financial and judicial part of the League
of Nations.

MUSCLE SHOALS

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
insert in the Recorp telegrams received from some of my
constituents with reference to Muscle Shoals.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

The matter referred to is as follows:

PoNTIAC, MicH., January 10, 1931.
GraNT Hupsow, Congressman:

Our people wish to voice our opposition to Government entering
into further public-utility investment and extension of transmis-
sion lines, especially referring to Muscle Shoals project.

CramER SMITH, President.
[Telegram]
DeTrROIT, MICH., January 12, 1931,
Hon. GranT M. Hupson,
House of Representatives:

As one of your constituents I strongly urge that you oppose
Norris Muscle Shoals bill or any like bill that would cause Govern=-
ment to enter business in competition with private capital.

JosePH J. McFAwN,
Vice President Cray, McFawn & Co.
[Telegram]
PoNTiAc, MicH., January 12, 1931,
Representative Grant Hupson,
House of Representatlives:

I think the Federal Government ought to keep out of operating

Muscle Shoals. Wouldn't this establish a dangerous precedent?
’ HaroLp A. FITZGERALD.

CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr, PARKS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a point of
order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. PARKS. It is with profound sorrow I feel it is my
duty to announce to the Speaker that there is not a quorum
here, and I make the point of order there is not a quorum
present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas makes
the point of order there is not a quorum present. Evidently
there is not a quorum present.

Mr, TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House.

A call of the House was ordered.

The Clerk called the roll, when the following Members
failed to answer to their names:

[Roll No. 15]
Aldrich Cullen Johnson, Ind. Reid, T11.
Auf der Heide Dempsey Johnson, Okla. Rowbottom
Baird Dorsey Johnson, 8. Dak. Shaffer, Va.
Beck Doughton Jonas, N. C. Simms
Bell Douglass, Mass. Kearns Birovich
Blackburn Doyle Kelly Smith, W. Va.
Britten Fenn Eemp Sproul, Kans,
Browne Fish Kennedy Stevenson
Brunner Fitzpatrick Kerr Stobbs
Buckbee Garrett Eunz Sullivan, N. Y.
Butler Gavagan McEeown Sullivan, Pa.
Cable Golder Mansfield Taylor, Colo.
Canfleld Hale Michaelson Taylor, Tenn.
Carley Hastin Montet Thompson
Carter, Wyo. Hawley Nelson, Wis. Underwood
Celler Hoch Norton Warren
Chase Hoffman O'Connor, La. Whitehead
Clancy Hope O'Connor, N. Y. Willlams
Corning Hudspeth Owen Zihlman
Culkin James, Mich. Purnell

The SPEAKER. Three hundred and fifty-two Members
are present, a quorum.
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Mr. TILSON. Mr, Speaker, I move to dispense with fur-
ther proceedings under the call.
The motion was agreed to.

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California moves
that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con-
sideration of the bill H. R. 156593, the Army appropriation
bill.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr.
TisoN in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the
‘Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con-
sideration of the bill H. R. 15593, of which the Clerk will
read the title.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

CrTizENS' MILITARY TRAINING
RESERVE OFFICERS' TRAINING CORPS

For the procurement, maintenance, and issue, under such regu-
lations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of War, to institu-
tions at which one or more units of the Reserve Officers’ Tralning
Corps are maintained, of such public animals, means of trans-
portation, supplies, tentage, equipment, and uniforms as he may
deem necessary, including cleaning and laundering of uniforms
and clothing at camps; and to forage, at the expense of the United
States, public animals so issued, and to pay commutation in lieu
of uniforms at a rate to be fixed annually by the Secretary of
War; for transporting said animals and other authorized sup-
plies and equipment from place of issue to the several insti-
tutions and training camps and return of same to place of issue
when necessary, for purchase of training manuals, including Gov-
ernment publications and blank forms; for the establishment and
maintenance of camps for the further practical instruction of
the members of the Reserve Officers’ Training Corps, and for
transporting members of such corps fo and from such camps, and
to subsist them while traveling to and from such camps and while
remaining therein so far as appropriations will permit or, in lieu
of transporting them to and from such camps and subsisting
them while en route, to pay them travel allowance at the rate of
5 cents per mile for the distance by the shortest usually trav-
eled route from the places from which they are authorized to
proceed to the camp and for the return travel thereto, and to pay
the return travel pay in advance of the actual performance of
the travel; for expenses incident to the use, including upkeep
and depreciation costs, of supplies, equipment, and matériel fur-
nished in accordance with law from stocks under the control of
the War Department, for pay for students attending advanced
camps at the rate prescribed for soldiers of the seventh grade of
the Regular Army; for the payment of commutation of subsist-
ence to members of the senior division of the Reserve Officers’
Training Corps, at a rate not exceeding the cost of the garrison
ration prescribed for the Army, as authorized in the act approved
June 3, 1916, as amended by the act approved June 4, 1920
(U. 8. C,, title 10, sec. 387); for medical and hospital treatment
until return to their homes and further medical treatment after
arrival at their homes, subsistence during hospitalization and
until furnished transportation to their homes, and transportation
when fit for travel to their homes of members of the Reserve
Officers’ Training Corps who suffer personal Injury in line of duty
while en route to or from and while at camps of instruction under
the provisions of section 47a of the national defense act approved
June 3, 1916 (U. 8. C,, title 10, sec, 441), as amended; and for
the cost of preparation and transportation to their homes and
burial expenses of the remains of members of the Reserve Officers’
Training Corps who die while attending camps of instruction as

provided in the act approved April 26, 1928 (U. 8. C., Supp. III,

title 10, sec. 451); for mileage, traveling expenses, or transporta-
tion, for transportation of dependents, and for packing and trans-
portation of baggage, as authorized by law, for officers, warrant
officers, and enlisted men of the Regular Army traveling on duty
pertaining to or on detail to or relief from duty with the Reserve
Officers' Training Corps; for the maintenance, repair, and opera-
tion of motor vehicles, and for the purchase of 7 motor-propelled
trucks, 4 at a cost not ex 82,000 each, and 3 at a cost not
exceeding $750 each, including for both types the value of a
vehicle exchanged, 3,960,000, of which $368,047 shall be available
immediately: Provided, That the Secretary of War is authorized
to issue, without charge, in lieu of purchase, for the use of the
Reserve Officers’ Training Corps, so many horses now belonging
to the Regular Army as he may consider desirable: Provided,
That uniforms and other equipment or material issued to the
Reserve Officers’ Training Corps in accordance with law shall be
furnished from surplus or reserve stocks of the War Department
without payment from this appropriation, except for actual ex-
pense incurred in the manufacture or issue: Provided jfurther,
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That in no case shall the amount paid from this appropriation
for uniforms, equipment, or material furnished to the Reserve
Officers’ Training Corps from stocks under the control of the War
Department be in excess of the price current at the time the
issue is made: Provided her, That none of the funds appro-
priated in this act shall be used for the organization or mainte-
nance of an additional number of mounted, motor transport, or
tank units in the Reserve Officers’ Tr Corps in excess of the
number in existence on January 1, 1928: Provided further, That
none of the funds appropriated elsewhere in this act, except for
printing and binding and pay and allowances of officers and en-
listed men of the Regular Army, shall be used for expennea in
connection with the Reserve Officers’ Training Corps

Mr. LaAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I present the following
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment: Page 55, line 25, before the pericd, insert *: Pro-
vided further, That none of the funds appropriated in this act
shall be used for or toward the support of any compulsory mili-
tary course or military training in any civil school or college, or
for the pay of any officer, enlisted man, or employee at any civil
school or college where a military course or military training is
compulsory, but nothing herein shall be construed as applying
to essentially military schools or colleges.”

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order
on the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. It seems to the Chair in a cursory
reading of the amendment that it is a negative limitation.

Mr. BARBOUR. It is in the form of a limitation, but
one of those limitations that seeks to control the discretion
of an administrative officer. It does not limit any fund
carried in this bill, it does not mean that there will be any
less money expended for these activities, because a change
of the entire activity from compulsory military training to
voluntary requires exactly the same amount of money to be
expended.

It is one of those amendments offered in the form of a
limitation which seeks to change existing legislation, and as
I said a moment ago restricts the Executive discretion of
an administrative officer.

On that point I would like to call the attention of the
Chair to certain rulings with which the Chair is familiar,
on the general proposition that legislation can not be pro-
posed under the guise of an amendment.

These schools are provided for in the national defense act.
This training, compulsory or elective, is provided for in that
act. The amendment seeks to change that to the extent
that we shall not have any compulsory military training in
the schools even thecugh the school executives want it.

Now, particularly, I want to call the attention of the
Chair to a ruling by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
Lucel, who was in the chair during the Sixty-eighth Con-
gress, second session, and which will be found on page 1497:

The Chair believes he should look through the form to the
purpose. So doing, he finds the purpose to be legislative in
that the intent is to restrict Executive discretion to a degree that
may be fairly termed a change in policy rather than a matter of
edministrative detail. For this reason hé feels it incumbent on
himself to sustain the point of order.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Mr. Chairman, my amendment is
clearly a limitation. Assuming, for the sake of argument
only, that what the gentleman from California [Mr. Bar-
BOUR] says is a fact, that money is paid to schools where
the training is compulsory, then I submit that that is a viola-
tion of the national defense act, which is entirely bare of
any compulsory military training, and, to the contrary,
specifically provides for voluntary military training. Clearly
the decisions are numerous, and there is no question that
an amendment which places a limitation on the expenditure
of public funds is in order. The Chair will recall that dur-
ing the discussion of the appropriation bill for the District
of Columbia an amendment was placed in the bill limiting
the qualifications of teachers in the public schools of the
District, entirely contrary to the provisions of existing
law, yet that amendment was held to be in order. If my
amendment should be held to be out of order, then it would
be nullifying all of the precedents of years in this House
in respect to amendments that are limitations on appropria-
tion bills.
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The CHATRMAN, Will the gentleman answer the Chair
in respect to the last part of his amendment, as to whether
that does not add additional duties to an executive officer?—

But nothing herein shall be construed as applying to essentially
military schools or colleges.

Does not that require an examination into the character
of the schools, as to whether or not they are essentially
military schools, and does not that add another duty to an ex-
ecutive officers.? Will the gentleman address himself to that?

Mr,. LAGUARDIA. Not at all. They are classified as such.
For instance, there are private schools like the Culver Mili-
tary Academy or the Staunton Military Academy. I refer to
schools or colleges like State universities or other colleges
that are not typically military academies. The War Depart-

.ment itself has made this qualification, and if the Chair
should hold that I would be willing to strike that portion
out. There can be no doubt as to that. That proviso meets
the very objection that the gentleman from California states
in his point of order. They are purely military colleges.
The student who goes there goes with his eyes open and he
goes for that purpose. I am taking no appropriation away
from those schools. I think there can be no question as to
the propriety of that amendment. :

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. The
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr,
LaGuarpial is in the form of a negative limitation. It is
assumed that it is now authorized by law to appropriate for
compulsory military courses or military training in ecivil
schools or colleges. It is also authorized by law to pay an
officer, an enlisted man, or an employee at a civil school or
college where military training or courses are compulsory.
The Chair is unable to find any affirmative direction in this
amendment. In effect, it simply refuses to appropriate for
purposes which are authorized by law and for which Con-
gress may or may not appropriate as it may see fit. The
Chair is constrained to overrule the point of order, because
he is unable to find any affirmative direction or any limita-
tion of authority of an executive officer other than a refusal
to appropriate for certain purposes for which there is
authority of law and for which Congress has heretofore
appropriated. It does to a certain extent change a policy of
the War Department, but the Chair believes that a change
of policy can be made by the failure of Congress to appro-
priate for an authorized object. The Chair, therefore, over-
rules the point of order.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of my
amendment is to make good to the peopls of this country
statements that have repeatedly been made on the floor of
this House, statements made by the War Department, by
the Secretary of War, and I believe in several instances by
the Presidents of the United States, that we have no com-
pulsory military training in this country. The gentleman
from California [Mr. Barsour] himself has solemnly assured
the counfry in statements made on the floor of this House
that we, the Federal Government, have no compulsory mili-
tary training and that we do not appropriate for such a thing.
He has often stated that he is not in favor of compulsory
military training. That being so, all my amendment does
is to restrict the appropriations to such schools where mili-
tary training is not compulsory. That is all it does. It does
not take one cent away from the clearly essential military
schools, because if a boy wants to go to that kind of a school
he goes there with the desire to obtain military training.
If Congress wants to provide funds for such private schools,
it can do so. If private military schools get any aid or
appropriation from the Federal Government, my amend-
ment does not disturb those schools; but in State schools,
maintained by the States, or colleges where boys go, we
should carry out the spirit of the national defense act, that
the military training shall be optional. That is all there is
to if. It will not take one cent away from any school or col-
lege where the training is optional, and, as I said before, we
have declared to the country that we are appropriating this
money for schools where the military training is optional.
We have fo keep faith with the people of the country. If
any school compels its students to follow these courses in
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order to obtain Federal aid, then they have no complaint if
we limit the funds to be appropriated or expended in accord=-
ance with the spirit of the law and the intention of Congress.

I am merely following the lead of the gentleman from
California [Mr. BarBour], who has repeatedly stated that
there is nothing in the law or the appropriation where mili- -
tary training is compulsory. I have waited patiently year
after year. The gentleman is not at fault, the War Depart-
ment is not at fault, the Congress is not at fault. Various
schools and colleges are making military training compul-
sory. That being so, let us write the intention and spirit
of the law into this appropriation and put an end to a
system of compulsory military service in this country.
yinI&r. MONTAGUE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman

eld?

Mr. LAGUARDIA., Yes.

Mr. MONTAGUE. The gentleman speaks of an option.
Who exercises that option?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The student himself, except in essen-
tially military schools, like the Staunton Military Academy,
Culver Academy, Virginia Military Institute, and other es-
sentially military schools.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Suppose there is a high school in a
city, and through the regulations of the city there is com-
pulsory military training in that school. The school itself
can not control it.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. No. But we can by refusing Federal
aid and public funds out of the United States Treasury for
that school.

Mr, MONTAGUE. The individual
whether he will participate or not.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is all. That is the purpose of my
amendment.

Mr. McSWAIN. I would like very much'to have the gen-
tleman’s definition of what he means by strictly or ex-
clusively military school.

For instance, in South Carolina we have a school known
as The Citadel, which has been in existence as a military
school for over a hundred years.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And the students wear uniforms all
the time?

Mr. McSWAIN. Oh, yes; all the time,
other clothes with them.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. There is no question about that being
& military school. It would not be affected by this amend-
ment.

Mr. McSWAIN, What about the land-grant college—the
Clemson Agricultural and Mechanical College—where they
wear uniforms all the time just in the same way? They get
up in the morning by the bugle and they go to bed by taps.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It is not compulsory in the land-grant
college, Am I not correct about that? I ask the gentleman
from Mississippi.

Mr. COLLINS. Ifcan be optional in the land-grant college.

Mr. BARBOUR. It is optional in the land-grant school.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Then my amendment would apply to
land-grant schools.

Mr. YON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, LAGUARDIA, I yield.

Mr. YON. In Florida in the university there is a corps
there and we have an officer in charge of training defailed
to that school. What bearing would this amendment have
on a school of that sort?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Is the training compulsory or volun-
tary? If it is voluntary, it would not affect it. If it is
compulsory, it would get no funds under this amendment.

Mr. YON. If it is compulsory through the curriculum
of the school?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Exactly. That is the purpose of my
amendment, gentlemen.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York [Mr. LaGuarpia]l has expired.

Mr, BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to
the amendment, because it seeks to limit or conftrol the
activities of schools and colleges throughout the country
by a limitation on an appropriation bill without having
gone into the matter and given the authorities of these

student can say

They have no
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various schools and colleges an opportunity to be heard. It
seeks to change the purpose and intent of the national de-
fense act which provides, among other things, for the estab-
lishment of the Reserve Officers’ Training Corps units.

The national defense act contains this provision:

That except at State Institutions described in this section, no
unit shall be established or maintained in an educational insti-
tution until the authorities of the same agree to establish and
maintain a two years' elective or compulsory course of military
training as & minimum for its physically fit male students, which
course, when entered upon by any student, shall, as regards such
student, be a prerequisite for graduation unless he is relieved of
t};i% ::)ugatlon by regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary
o .

The national defense act leaves it entirely up to the school
authorities to determine whether this training shall be elec-
tive or compulsory.

- I think we should go a little slowly in changing this pro-
gram that has been in effect for the past several years, ever
since the enactment of the national defense act. It is a
part of the whole scheme and program of maintaining
something that is somewhere near an adequate national
defense. I feel certain if any of the Members of this House
have within the past three days read the first three chap-
ters of General Pershing's experiences in the World War
they will realize that these are matters about which we
should proceed very slowly and be rather certain of our
ground.

The effect of this amendment will be to wipe out of
existence half or more than half of the existing Reserve

List of schools and colleges having Reserve Officers’ Training Corps unils
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Officers’ Training Corps units throughout the schools and
colleges of the United States unless they immediately change
their plan of military training from compulsory to elective.
They can not benefit by one dollar of this appropriation if
this amendment is adopted and they have compulsory mili-
tary training.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Is the gentleman in favor of com-
pulsory military training?

Mr. BARBOUR. No. But, in so far as these schools
are concerned, I am in favor of leaving it to the school
authorities to determine what they want in the way of
educational facilities for their students. I do not see any-
thing terrible in requiring a high-school student to spend
a little time in military training. I have been through
that. It did not do any harm to me that I have ever been
able to observe. It is good physical education. It straight-
ens & man up and throws his shoulders back and deepens
his chest and it is good for him in a physical way. Nobody
has ever been known to suffer because he took a year or
two of military training, either elective or compulsory.
But it is a matter that should be left to the school author-
ities themselves, and we here in Washington should not
try to control it.

I would like to call attention to some of the schools that
will be affected by this. Let us take the First Corps Area,
which is composed of the New England States, and then
the other corps areas.

I shall insert a table showing just what schools and col-
leges will be affected.

Receiving Issus
Drawing commmutatio
Biin o ot | ot i L ) g
10
Basio Advance Basie Advance Basic Advanca
FIRST CORPS AREA
Benior units
College? Required 288 41 247
Yale University Elective. o) | 162 107 2
University of Maine 1 Required 622 32 590
Boston University. Elective 528 37 491 7
arvard M do - A SR, B P R S e 43 43
Harvard Universi do... 224 5 148 »
usetts enltaral College ! o o oceeeeeeeeee oo Required. . oo 137 22 115
Massachusetts Institute of Technology -—do 1,472 260 1,168 35
University of New Hampshire 1 do. - < i [N, 85 542 i
Rhode Island State Caollege ! do. 312 41 b1
Norwich University. do 308 192 18l .-
University of Vermont ! dol.. 477 329 W e i =y 73 35
Total 5,352 683 844 4 vy ) EEIRRITEY 118 137
Junior Junior Junior
Junior, class SM unils
Bangor High School Required e e e s i 288 bty [=d
Gluuuesterl% h School ---do 308 306
New Bedford High School Elective 170 |- 170
Total o4 T64
Basie Advance Basie Advance Basic Advance
SECOND CORPS AREA
Senior units
University of Delaware 1 Required 44 85 = 1
%ﬁneetolill tinivui':{t{ %lertivn 817 433 ML L
utgers University quired 663 83 580 - -
Albany Medieal C do 84 i [ 19
{(.J‘-ollegl@ﬂ o&;]he CE: ?INW York m 2.% =5 g 900 e
orne versity = i 52 i g
{urdhtggk Uunlvemlty %iem.in 183 26 157
New niversity equired. 1,126 66 804 m 20
H;ymwsa University. Elective. 451 W 374 =4,
University of Buffalo. do... 0 40 30
University of Porto Rico1 Required_ ... 387 358 20
Total 7,014 2231 512 3,458 20 384 100
Junior Junior Junior
Junior, class M unils
Bordentown M Institute Required 10 |- 20K
La Salle Military Academy. do. 151 151 R
New York Military Academy. do 201 21
The Manlius School do. -1 1 RN RS R T e e 261
Total B 181 602

iLand grant,
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List of schools and colleges hasing Reserre Officers’ Training Corps unifs—Continued
Drawing commutation R“ggﬂi’fm&m Drawing neither
Elective or required | Total en-
military training rolled -
Basio Advance Basic Advance Basie Advance
THIRD CORPS AREA
Senior units
Georgetown University... Elactive. - 458 38 223 157 4
George Washington University do 166 T R LA 2 103 63
Howard University Required 00| 40 P e e
Johns Hopkins University. BEleetive. ol ool 422 299 |+ Jf e e: SRRy 40 20
University of Maryland ! Required s 080 | =i 44 ] O AN ], St S DR
Western Maryland College. T B 160 119 4l o BRI 5 |
Carnegie Institute of Technology Elective L s T o4 230 | T
Drexel Institute. Required A 658 52 636 |- |
Gettysburg College Elective. i TR 2 144 L
Jefferson Medieal R R T R do 24 By S o R BT R 165 89
Tabitts ol i i e bt D e e 207 2 181 |. L
Lehigh Unwerﬂi% Required o b e SR TR 743 ' IR R
Pennsylvania Military College. - - oeemeeememoorcac el do i3 iy reae et Pt SIS A s T Lt R g1 40
Pennsylvania S5tate College L. e aeaccsccccacrscnnsanassaafesnas A e el PRl e 167 - 1) 5 I PSR E e it
University of Pennsylvania i 613 161 rp ] M et Act tl R DR 239 122
Univi emtg of Pittsburgh. - _..._._..___... d 560 Ha 60 |- 128 54
Medical College of Virginia. do. {1 e TS e S S L5 43
v 1&:1;& t.illsrlm}tuml and Mechanical and Polytechnic | Reguired. . ... 1124 ] B e e F
stitute.
Yirginia Military IDstRIe. . concevnencmnanaanssansssnammens do 673 H2 - o ) NS S| [l T
Total 9,978 2133 1,244 5,012 93 996 430
Junior Junior Junfor
Junior, class AL units
Valley Forge Military Academy.......oceeecceemmmmrareanms Required. ...-eeenaene- R R e T P oph B e B3 | 200
Augusta M:]il Academy.... ... -do_..C %2 m
Bluclmune,h tary School for Boys. -|-----do o R s R S L e S R R A R R A R o8
Fishburne Military Behool ... e ccicccccscceeanenana]enaas 0 133 A 133
Fork Union Military Academy._ do. 144 z =2, 144
Massanutten Academy.._. -do - 116 R iy 116
Etaunton Military Academy. do - -], I I ey S 516
Total — 1,488 |_ i RS 1,488
FOURTH CORPS AREA
Basie Advance Basic Advance Basie Advanea
Senior units
Alabama Polytechnic Institute! 1,145 878 ) et
University of Alabama_ d 1,644 1,512 R S e D e D ]
University of Florida ... ... do L 208 140 1,068 o e
Georgia School of Technology.... do 1,393 1,141 222 e - 30
North Georgia Agriculture College S SR v - o EC R TS TS 87 35 %E
University of Georgia ! do. T s e 146 e o b S il 10
Louisiana State Univws.lt i .-do. - 762 027 b | PSSRSO SRS | A
M ississippi cultural md Mechanical Goliege 1 do. 836 659 b 1l PSS
Davidson Co do.. - . & 333
North Carolina State College ! il R T ]G el 123 T68 |.._
Clamson Agriculture College ! ---do 1,108 745 360
Presbyterian College. do. 171 120 51
“The le.adai vl s s A0 500 332 W ] 14 2
Wofford Coliege. ..| Elsctive. - BT L e 90 147 =l b
University of Tennessee ! ..| Required - 739 00 1o i [N A 18 2
Vanderbilt University School of Medicine .| Elective 5L oY ST ey St 5 67 43
Total 12,103 6,635 2,208 3,005 35 101 119
‘Land grant.

Mr, ABERNETHY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Does this amendment cut out the
required colleges?

Mr. BARBOUR. All the required schools are just wiped
out, and they will not get any of the money appropriated
under this bill unless they change from compulsory to
elective.

Mr. ABERNETHY-. Then I am against the amendment.

Mr. BARBOUR. I want you gentlemen to know what the
effect is going to be on your own institutions.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. In all fabirness I think it should be
stated that these schools could change their present system
and make military training elective, and in that event they
will enjoy the benefit of these appropriations.

Mr. BARBOUR. I say, unless they change from compul-
sory to elective training they will not get the benefit of these
appropriations. I made that statement to the gentleman
from North Carolina.

Mr. CLARK of Maryland. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes.

Mr. CLARK of Maryland. If military fraining is re-
quired, we will say, at Howard University, does that make

military training compulsory? 1In other words, no one has
to go—

Mr. BARBOUR. To Howard University.

Mr. CLARK of Maryland. If a man goes to Howard Uni-
versity and knows that military training is required, can you
say that is compulsory?

Mr. BARBOUR. I do not think so, any more than saying
that higher algebra is compulsory or any other subject that
is prescribed in the school curriculum. It would apply to
one the same as to the other.

Mr. STAFFORD. If the gentleman will permit, before the
regents of the University of Wisconsin——

Mr. BARBOUR. That is the institution which is always
right, according to the gentleman from New York.

Mr., STAFFORD, Well, of course, the gentleman from
New York knows more about it than anybody else.

Mr. BARBOUR. Except as to football.

Mr. STAFFORD. I would not except football. I would
say that with respect to football it would be of superior
rank. Before the regents of the University of Wisconsin
made it optional for the students to take military training it
was compulsory on everyone in that institution to take it by
edict of the board of regents.

Mr. BARBOUR. Just the same as the students were re-
quired to take other subjects which are compulsory.
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Mr. STAFFORD. Let me say to the gentleman from Cali«
fornia that the trend of our colleges to-day is not to make
anything compulsory.

Mr. BARBOUR. Let me say to the gentleman from Wis-
consin that every other institution should have the same
right as the University of Wisconsin and determine for itself
whether the training should be compulsory or elective.

Mr. STAFFORD. As far as I am concerned, if I could, I
would wipe out all appropriations as far as high schools are
concerned. I do not believe high-school boys should be
compelled to have militaristic ideas instilled into their heads
while they are in a plastic stage, and when I was a member
of the subcommittee of which the gentleman is now a mem-
ber we were seriously considering striking out that appropri-
ation as far as high schools are concerned.

Mr, BARBOUR. Then let me say to the gentleman from
Wisconsin that he can introduce a bill providing for an
amendment to the national defense act which will do that
very thing and have it considered by his own committee.

Mr, STAFFORD. But we can do it more directly by
limiting the appropriation.
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Mr. BARBOUR. I want you gentlemen to get the effect
of this amendment on the institutions in your sections of
the country.

Mr. CLARK of Maryland. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes.

Mr. CLARK of Maryland. Is the definition of compulsory
military training, as mentioned here, the accepted definition
by the department?

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes. :

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia has again expired.

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, in view of the interrup-
tions, I ask unanimous consent to proceed for five addi-
tional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. BARBOUR. Now, let us go to the Fifth Corps Area,
and I want every gentleman present to hear how this amend-
ment will affect the schools in the various sections of the
country.
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Drawing commutsation R&"&‘i}‘;ﬁ“ Drawing neither
Elective or required Total
military training enrolled
Basie Advance Basic Advance Basic Advance
FIFTH CORPS AREA
Senior units
Culver Military Academy. Required. ... e - R R . e Lo e Wy BRI
Depauw University.. ---| Elective____
Indiana University...... Required. . .ocoooeeo- 1
igripibe REET oy M e e dr s Sl e e o] (LN do._
Rose Polytechnic Institote. 2o .l coii do._ =]
University of Kentocky I .o cmececn s remmmnn e ns e amas L M L e = R e . % e ey 7y R NS WR DERETNES) B R
Ohlo Btate University L e do__ 3 141
Universlty o ARTON. .. oo L L i do.. 12
University of Cincinnati O i 58
University of Dayton oo ool oot s o e do_. 3 P LS ST
‘Western Reserve University. o8 T v e (SRR © 1 | et N B S ey il S i LRSI A 47
Wilberforce University. .. Required_ . .oeooee-- Ph RS S P BT
West Virginia University ! [ TR S e S Sl ] RSAT o IR M ] IR s ¢ R et i e e dnenl SRS ST
Total 18 208 259
Junior Junior Junior
Junior, class M units
Howe Military Sehool ... ..oooooeeeeen .| Required 7 148
Kentucky Military Institute. .. do. 148 148
Greenbrier Pres. Military S¢hool. cceeeememeocceeeasmcomaaaa]----= [ e 244 |- 2 244
Total [ 1 I S = 541
Junior, class SM units
Sechool Elective 200 e 200
]nd ng School --e--do - 1,410 B 1,410 e e o e e R
Louisvi Mala High 27 A RN N e S R do.. T o e o el 725
Owensboro High School. . oovoeeeeen . Required 165 185
Western Kentucky State Teachers’ College .. coeeeeeeo... Elective. .. - ceaneae 1 e R L ekl 101
Total... 2,640 25 2,640
SIXTH CORPS AREA Basie Advance Basie Advance Basic Advance
Senior units
Knox College. ....... Elective. 155 M 11 e
Northwestern University. ---{o- 196 » 1z i’
University of Chicago.. sl 307 78 142 50 37
University of [linois 1_ Required P A e 426 3,151
Michigan College of Mining Elective 165 129 a6
Michigan Btate College ! Required LAt e 177 1,150
University of Michigan -| Elective. 303 203 100 5
Ripon College Required I |l s 43 151
University ol’ Wisconsin 1 Elective. 624 508 111 2 3
Total 6, 938 930 1,005 4,715 169 119
Junior Junior Junior
Junior, class M units
Tlllnots Military Sehool............ Required 145 L 145
Morgan Park Military Academy..____. d0 250 T e ey el L T -1
Narthwestern \ﬂ]lmr;. and Nnvn: Academy. .. Pl 11 162 162 3
Bt. John's Military A AL do. e e e e L ) e 348
‘Western Military Academy.. do. 225 225
Total s 55 01 SR AED SN T o AT | 412 718

1 Land grant.
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List of schools and colleges having Reserve Officers’ Training Corps units—Continned
Drawing commutation Receiving issue Drawing neither
Elective or required | Totalen- | - Mol
military training rolled
Basic Advance Basie Advance Basie Advance
SIXTH CORPS AREA—continued Siniloe Toniae Tetias
Junior, class SM units
Chi High Schools....... Elective 3
Joliet Township High School.._. do- % 136
Rockford High School . _________.____ e 0. 230
Waukegan Township High School.. .o e emoe et Renuired. - cceneeae. 508
A. D. Johnston High Seh ...... -| Elective 106
Calumet Public Hi RIS R A e et LT do. 197
Detroit High Schoo! A0 i e el 1,218
Orand Rapids High Sehools. . - i —eu-0-- 230
Beloit High Schools. - ------ do- - 104
Campion College. S B LT I S 214
Total 8,354
Basic Advance Basic Advance Basie Advance
SEVENTH CORPS AREA
Senior unils
Ouachita College. 1
University of Ark 1
Coe College.
Towa State College ...
Btate University of Iowa.__.. 105
Munieipal University of Wichita._ ... 167 130
Kansas State A tural College ! 5 T P 3
University of Kansas.... 7 247
University of Minnesota ! 3,308 3, 060 01
Missouri of Mines | A -
Bt. Louis University School of Medicine a0 P rid RN 105
University of Missouri ' ... ¥ 1,108 004
‘Washington University Elockive oo e 330 199 60
Creighton University. Required....-oeeeeee 485 301 32
University of Nebraska 1...._. do T O R
North Dakota Agricultural College ! do. 634 563
'Lrn]vars:t f North Dakota._...... do. 31 B (R, 71 M4 | 1
aiota State College 1 do. | R SR 81 449
University of Bouth Dakota ! do 341 258 53 o
R e i o S S e e 15, 444 6, 930 1,408 5,897 621 448
Junior Junior Junior
Junior, class M units
£t. Thomas Military Academy Required 250 A 256
Ehattuck School do. 242 % Wy 242
Kemper Military School do 336 338 P e LT T i
Missouri Military Academy. do. 140 = 2 140
Wentworth Military Academy do 28| e 28
Total O e G s 3,364 876
Junior, class SM units
Council Bluffs High School Required b4 559 e e e B L
Davenport Hi hool. . _.. Elective 326 326
Leavenworth High School Required....ooveeeeee-- 188 188
Cretin High 8chool _do.. 557 557
Joplin Hi¥h School .. Elective o 312 312
Kansas City High School ---(o 1,850 1,839
Bt. Joseph High Schools. Required 571 571
Bouth Dakota State College. . do. 166 66
Total 4,538
EIGHTH CORPS AREA
. Basic Advance Basic Advance Basie Advance
Senior units
University of Arizona 1. Required. ..o
Colgrado Agricultural Col oy [ N
Colorado School of Mines._. Required
New Mexico State College ! oeoeiinccnnanrasansanafonans do.
New Mexico Military Institote_ - e onaes o [ PR e R
Oklahoma Agricnltural and Mechanical College ! coaemoaifanaas do =
Oklahoma Military Amdamy ................. do -
University of Oklahoma '.____._______.__...._. do R
Agricultural and Mechanical Cellege of Texas ! _..do
Baylor University College of Medicine.... Elective 164 ) __ T 109 55
Total b 8,144 2,286 1,312 4,358 12 121 55
Junior Junior Junior
Junior class M unils
Allen Academy... Required 188 188
Texas Military Institute do. 47 147
Total 335 | 355 [ T A 23]

I Land grant
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List of school and colleges having Reserve Officers’ Training Corps unite—Centinued

Drawing commutation %‘ﬁ,‘m‘:’m Drawing neither
Elective or required Total
military training enrolled
Basic Advance Basie Advance Basic Advance
EIGHTH CORPS AREA—continued Junior Junior Junior
Junior class SAS units
Phoenix Union HI*h 1. Elective. - LI PR PR =S e Ty v
Canon City High School Required T P ST SR
Dallas hﬁ h sehools. . Elective. 1,576
El Paso High School_.__ do. 250
Fort Worth h Behool do. 465
Ean Antonio High Sehool do. -+ SRS SO TN b Sy o o
Total B e Y e
NINTH CORPS AREA
Basic Advance Basie Advance Basie Advanea
Senior unils
I.ehmd Btanford Junior University. . Elective. 362 114 48 o
Pomona C .do. 118 34 [ EHETAREET BV es (R aeai
Univarsi:y of California, Berkeley ! Required 2. .| 1,615 242 1,276 5 43
University of California at Los Angeles do. 1,151 138 1,013 !
University of Idaho!__ do. 623 el 544
Montana State College ! do. 431 n 400
University of Montana do. . 353 331! -
University of Nevada !__ do. 202 12 160 '
North Pacific Ctﬁa of Oregon. do. 118 ; 83 35
A C 1 do. 1, 250 140 3 ) |0 P R S ER st et
University of on do. 839 55 {11 Rl 67 v
Utah Btate Agricultural College !. do. 464 26 438
Um;eés&y O‘u‘l't\?\r]"ashinston """" 1 ﬁlﬁm 1 %2 Eg 1 ?gg
ege eq hy i, B eSS 7 5
University of \‘i’ssh]ngtun. -0, 1,228 1,128 98 L 3 ISR
Taiversity of Wyoming Yoo it do. L 3 RSN 42 4 |
Total 10, 968 1,128 1,190 R 206 115
Junior Junior Junior
Junior class M units -
Lan Diego Army nnd Navy Academy Required g e st e oT 225
The Harvard do i e e 175
Total M | e A e ] e 400
Junior class SM unils
A]m Al e H Sc}:l Is Ehctiw 579 1 ﬁ
ngeles L T
Lo nhﬁllg Bﬁnn ST 2 Requlred.-.-..--_..--.. 180
d Public High School Elective, ol 1,340
Pasadena Junior College. - ... .. .. ... .. _. 144
Polytechnic High School, Long Beach_ .. ... ...._....___ 143
Folytechnic H.Iﬂ] Sehoal ' an unior Coliege Riverside. 180
Santa Bm’ban .......... 210
355
San Francisco High Behools. . - coeevemmeececime e 1,250
Boise High School 170
Reno High School. .. oooooeeae 190
Ogden Senior High School 370
Balt Lake City High School._. 1,014
‘Walla Walla h School 275
Cheyenne High Behool. . -« - - e e 170
Total 7,820
P Kb Sy Basie Advance Basic Advance Basic Advance
Senior unil
University of Hawaii! Required. ... oooeoee. 348 50 | - | SRRSO S BSOS
Junior class Al unils N
Kamehameha School. - oo coeoooeeeeee A do... 207 207 -
Junior class SM units
MeKinley High Schoaol Aaas = R = | L e SE 807 807
Punahou Academy. Ao 150 | L
Total 057 l
1Land grant.
# Except for medicine.
Now, Mr. Chairman, I have just mentioned particularly ; schools do it themselves. They know what is best for their
the colleges, the institutions of higher learning. students better than we do, and I am not one of those per-

This shows just what the effect of this amendment is | sons who is scared or alarmed because of a year or two of
going to be if we adopt it and put it on this bill without | compulsory military training.
giving these schools and colleges a chance to consider the Mr. DICKINSON. Will the gentleman yield?
matter for themselves. I am not averse to any school or Mr. BARBOUR. Yes.
college changing its military course from compulsory to Mr. DICKINSON. The gentleman has read statistics
elective. Some of the finest institutions in this country, in | from various schools and I would like to know the per-
my opinion, have an elective military course; but let the ! centage of pupils taking military training where it is elec-




2268

| tive as compared with the percentage of military students
. where it is required. .

Mr. BARBOUR. I will say to the gentleman that there
is a column in the table showing the strength of the vari-
ous units at the various schools and colleges.

Mr. DICKINSON. I was under the impression that
wherever it is elective, you would find a much smaller per-
centage of the students taking military training.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But with better results.

Mr. BARBOUR. No; not necessarily with better results.

Mr, DICKINSON. I do not know as to that.

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to extend my remarks by printing the whole table that
I have been reading from in the Recorp. This will show
the total enrollment and other information in regard to the
units at the various schools. I think it would be enlighten-
ing if the complete table went in, and I therefore ask
unanimous consent to include this as an extension of my
remarks.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr, ArenTz). Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from California?

There was no objection.

Mr. BARBOUR. I now yield to the gentleman from New
York, if I have the time.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman kindly state to the
committee the fact that this appropriation bill does not go
into effect until July 1, 19317

Mr. BARBOUR. That is true.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And all of these schools, by chanzing
from required to elective, could receive the appropriations
if they could get the students to enroll.

Mr. BARBOUR. But they must change from compulsory
to elective and do it by July 1 next.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is just the purpose of the amend-
ment.

' Mr. BARBOUR. I think the gentleman froin New York
and I are agreed on the facts in the matter.

Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARBOUR. I yield to the gentleman from Vermont.

Mr. GIBSON. The gentleman in reading the list of
institutions in the First Corps Area named Norwich Uni-
versity.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia has expired.

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to proceed for one minute in order that I may answer the
question of the gentleman from Vermont.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman from
California is recognized for one minute.

Mr. GIBSON. I happen to be vice president of that in-
stitution. We have been training young men there since
1819.

Mr. BARBOUR. And they have a very fine cavalry unit
there. :

Mr. GIBSON. I want to know how that institution would
be affected under the amendment-offered by the gentleman
from New York [Mr. LaGUARDIA]L.

Mr. BARBOUR. I will say to the gentleman from Ver-
mont that you would have to change your plan of military
training at Norwich University from required to elective or
you would not get any money under this bill after the 1st
day of July.

Mr. GIBSON. Then if a young man enters that institu-
tion he could elect whether he would take military training
or not?

Mr. BARBOUR. If you change it, yes; but as it is now it
is required.

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the distinguished chairman yield
to me for a question?

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes; if I have the time.

Mr. PATTERSON. What effect would this have on the
amount of money which the institutions would receive? In
other words, where they have 2,000 students enrolled under
the compulsory system, if they should make it elective and
reduce the number of students to 500, would they get less
money?
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Mr. BARBOUR.  The individual school would get less
money, and they would not get any money unless they made
it elective.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia has again expired.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the amendment may be again reported.

The Clerk again reported the amendment.

Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Chairman, I ask recognition.

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I think
this amendment offered by the gentleman from New York
raises a question of importance as broad and far-reaching
as that of any which has been presented to this House for a
long time.

The gentleman from California has read an extended list
of colleges where compulsory military training is part of the
program, and has frankly stated that unless between now
and the 1st day of next July those colleges change what is
now a compulsory military training to an elective system
of training, they can not participate in any of the appropri-
ations herein proposed to be made.

This does not leave the choice with the individual student
in these colleges. There is many a boy who wants to go to
the college that is near his home, accessible and available.
He may not want to take military training, but he must go
to this particular college and there he finds that military
training is compulsory. He takes it. He is obliged to take it.

Now, do we want to commit this Congress to a policy of
compulsory military training of the youth of America? This
is the question you and I must answer right now on the vote
on this amendment.

This Nation of ours has asked Europe to accept the Kel-
loge peace pact. We pose as a Nation which throws its vast
influence in the scales for peace.

Are you going to permit the nations abroad when they are
figuring out what they are going to do in the way of mili-
tary preparation—and there is so much military preparation
abroad for the next war—are you going to allow them to
point their finger at us and say, “In the debate in the
United States House of Representatives recently Congress
committed itself to a policy of compulsory military training
and forbade any institution of learning to participate in a
dollar of appropriation unless they had compulsory military
training ”? I tell you, my friends, I want to get this thought
before this House: Just as long as we are bringing our boys
up in a military training, dressing them up in uniform, add-
ing glory to all the preparations of war, breeding the psy-
chology of war in the coming generation, we are following a
course utterly inconsistent with a peace program. [Ap-
plause.]

I am not a pacifist. I believe in the national defense
act. I believe in proper training of men that we may be
ready in the time of emergency to act in defense of what is
right and just. But I am opposed to legislation which, to
say the least, encourages the appropriation of the general
funds for the benefit of educational institutions which
adhere to a system of compulsory military training. [Ap-
plause.]

Mr. BARBOUR. They do not have to do that.

Mr. BEEDY. What do they have to do?

Mr. BARBOUR. They do it of their own accord.

Mr. BEEDY. When will they have a greater opportunity
to make a change than they will have before the 1st of next
July?

Mr. BARBOUR. Give them a reasonable chance. Why
does not the gentleman go to these institutions in the State
of Maine, for instance, and tell them what you have tfold
us here and let them decide the question for themselves?

Mr. BEEDY. I am not dictating to any institution of
learning. But if you gentlemen are going to vote against
the pending amendment, how are you going to escape the
charge that you favor compulsory military training?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maine
has expired.

Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that my time be extended five minutes.
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Maine?

There was no objection.

Mr. BARBOUR. Now, if the gentleman will yield, let me
take two institutions. There is the University of Maine,
which requires military training. There is Yale University
in the State of Connecticut that has an elective course in
military training. They both benefit by this appropriation
and each university determines for itself what its course
shall be. Maine University has the compulsory training and
Yale University chooses the elective. Is there any reason
why Maine can not change from compulsory to elective if
it should so decide? They know very well that they can.

That is the way it should be, and we should not dictate to
the University of Maine that it should change its policy in
regard to military training.

Mr. BEEDY. That sounds all right as far as it goes.

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BEEDY. Yes.

Mr. COLLINS. The gentleman from California knows
that in his own State an institution undertook to make the
military course elective, and that the War Depaitment with-
drew the funds from the institution.

Mr. BARBOUR. I do not know that.

Mr. BEEDY. That is an important statement. Is the
gentleman prepared to back up that statement that when
once an institution of learning changes from compulsory
military training to elective, the War Department says that
it can not have any of this money?

Mr, COLLINS. That was the testimony before the Sub-
commititee on Appropriations.

Mr. BARBOUR. Oh, there are dozens of schools that are
elective and are getting the money. I know nothing of the
facts about this institution that the gentleman from Missis-
sippi talks about.

Mr. COLLINS. The gentleman heard the same testimony
that I did.

Mr. BARBOUR. But it was not verified. It was the
statement of a man proposing this amendment before our
committee.

Mr. COLLINS.
knows that.

Mr. BARBOUR. It does not have to be disputed. If it is
true, it never made a ripple in my State.

Mr, BEEDY., Let me ask the gentleman from California
[Mr. BarBoUur] a question. Does he think the pending
amendment has any significance or effect?

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes.

Mr. BEEDY. What is it?

Mr. BARBOUR. Take the gentleman’s own University of
Maine. Unless the University of Maine changes its course
from compulsory to elective between now and the 1st of
July, it will get no money whatever under this bill, no help
from the Army in the way of officers, no contribution to the
advanced students such as is given to the institution at this
time. There may be time for the University of Maine to
change its policy between now and the 1st of July, but
rather than our forcing the University of Maine to change
its policy, let it have the right to change its own policy, let
it pass upon this question without our undertaking to deter-
mine its policy and foreing its hand.

Mr. BEEDY. I can not see why that is not a 2-edged
sword. If you vote against this amendment I can not see
why we are not making it needless for that institution to
change its policy. It does seem to me when the welfare of
mankind hangs in the balance, and we are setting an exam-
ple for future generations, that we ought to be very careful
lest any action taken here be justly construed as one favor-
ing the compulsory training of our youth for future wars.
[Applause.] B

Mr. BARBOUR. I say to you gentlemen that in this bill
we are seeking to carry out the provisions of the national
defense act. Congress has determined this policy, not this
committee,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But this is Congress.

It was not disputed. The gentleman
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Mr. BARBOUR. That has been the policy for years. If
you want to change this policy, if you think that the Reserve
Officers’ Training Corps organizations in the schools and
colleges make us a militaristic nation, then amend the na-
tional defense act and change that.

Mr, BEEDY. Is the gentleman himself in favor of com-
pulsory military training? .

Mr. BARBOUR. No; but that question does not entor
into it at all.

Mr. BEEDY. Oh, but it does.

Mr. BARBOUR. If does only so far as the individual in-
stitution is concerned, but not as a national policy.

Mr. BEEDY. Is-the gentleman in favor of this Congress
taking any action which could be construed as supporting
compulsory military training in our schools and colleges?

Mr. BARBOUR. I am in favor of maintaining the situa-
tion just as it is at the present time and letting the schools
determine their own policies.

Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman and mem-
bers of the committee, I am not' one who is opposed to
preparedness. [Applause.]

Mr. BEEDY. Nor am I.

Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania. But I am certainly in
favor of this amendment, and I shall tell you why. I hap-
pen to be a member of the Board of Education of the City
and County of Philadelphia, that has enrolled about 34,000
high-school students. I happen to be secretary and treas-
urer of a great university in the city of Philadelphia that
has an enrolled membership of about 14,000 students. I
am going to speak from the standpoint, first, of the edu-
cator on this question of compulsory military training in
our schools and colleges. In both the institutions or organi-
zations that I am connected with it is optional, but those
of us who have committed to our care the education of the
youth of America are at our wits’ ends to know how to deal
with the various problems that confront us on which we
must educate the children and to decide how to discard
those subjects that we consider not important enough to
embody in our curriculum. There is not an educator of con-
sequence in the United States—and I think I can say this
without fear of contradiction—who would not say that he is
unalterably opposed to military training being compulsory
in our schools and colleges. [Applause.] I am not speak-
ing as a layman, but I am speaking as a man who has de-
voted 20 years of his life to education in the great city of
Philadelphia, and I know exactly how educators in other
parts of the United States view this problem. When you
introduce compulsory military training in the schools and
colleges, or permit it or require it in order that the school
may receive a Federal appropriation, you are disorganizing
the whole machinery of the educational part of the institu-
tion's work, and I am one who believes that the education
of America to-day should be democratie, that we should not
teach military science in our free citizenship institutions.
[Applause.] If we are going to teach military training, let
us confine it to the military colleges and to the student
training camps.

For those organizations I will vote for every dollar that
the War Department needs, but I plead with you in the
interest of higher education not to permit the military-
training course to be forced upon us. The men and women
who are in charge of these institutions, on account of the
multitudinous things we are asked to teach the youth, must
discriminate and discard the things that are not essential to
real education. Do not require us, in order to get an ap-
propriation for our military corps, to make it compulsory
on our students. So much for the educational side of it.

I introduced a bill to the same effect as this amendment
four years ago, and exhaustive hearings were held before the
Committee on Military Affairs. It was testified in those
hearings that there were over 200 high schools and colleges
in the United States requiring military training,

Those of us who were in the training camps in 1917 know
that as far as military value is concerned that kind of mili-
tary training does not amount to anything. Am I right or
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wrong? [Applause.] It does not amount to anything. I
can take a company of 190 men and in five weeks’ intensive
training in any camp give them more instruction than they
will ever get in the military course of any of our schools or
colleges in three or four years. The training is of little
military value. The real purpose back of this is psychologi-
cal. It is desired to create in the minds of the youth of
America the military viewpoint. It is not for the military
science they are going to learn, but it is the military
psychology that they want to instill in the minds of the
American youth. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania has expired.

Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for five additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman and mem-
bers of the committee, so much for the purely educational
feature of this question.

Now, I want to pass to something that is far above the
educational feature, and that is the spiritual note that is
struck when this question is discussed.

I am not one who is so materialistic and who depends so
much upon the strong arm of might that I can not recog-
nize that there is a superior force known as the great spirit-
ual law of life and the spiritual nature of man. Anything
which pollutes the mind of youth and drives him from the
high plane of the spiritual outlook upon his relationship
with his fellow man at home and abroad sets aside that
supreme law that should govern humanity. [Applause.]

I want to strike that spiritual note to-day by reading to
you something that has been said on this question by those
who have authority to speak on that higher plane. They
are the Disciples’ Convention, Memphis, Tenn., 1926; the
Northern Baptist Convention, June, 1926; the National
Council of the Congregational Churches of the United
States, Omaha, 1927; General Conference of the Methodist
Episcopal Church of the United States of America, 1928;
Presbyterian General Assembly, 1926; Synod of the Reformed
Presbyterian Church of North America, 1926; General
Synod of the Reformed Church of America, 1930; Western
Unitarian Conference, Cincinnati, 1930; Society for the Ad-
vancement of Judaism, March, 1926; Federal Council of
Churches of Christ in America, 1926; National Council of
Student Young Men’s Christian Association, 1926; Inter-
national Convention of Disciples of Christ, 1930; Central
Conference of Jewish Rabbis, 1928; World Alliance for Inter-
national Friendship Through the Churches, adopted at the
annual meeting at St. Louis, 1927, readopted at the annual
meeting in New York, 1928; National Study Conference on
the Churches and World Peace, February, 1930.

Then come the great educational bodies: The American
Physical Education Association; the National Education
Association, department of superintendence; representatives
of the educational institutions throughout the length and
breadth of the land.

The World Federation of Educational Associations, in
August, 1929; American Federation of Teachers, in 1929;
the National Congress of Parents and Teachers, June, 1920;
National Congress of Mothers and Parent-Teacher Associa-
tion; Camp Fire Girls; the American Federation of Labor.

Representatives of the American Federation of Labor
came before that committee and said that in the conven-
tion in Atlantic City, where there were over 600 delegates
present, a resolution was unanimously adopted recommend-
ing the support of legislation fo prohibit compulsory military
training in the schools and colleges.

The Farmer-Labor Party; the National Grange, Seattle,
November, 1929; the New York State Federation of Labor
in 1929; the National Farmers’ Union Convention, Denver,
Colo.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Will the gentleman yield?
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Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania. Here is the National Coun-
cil of Jewish Women, the Federation of Women’s Board of
Foreign Missions of North America.

Is there any list that could be compiled of organizations
better fitted to speak for the soul of America than the list
I have named there?

Mr. ABERNETHY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania. If they can not speak for
the so_ul of America, for the aspiration of our people, then
there is no organization of human beings who can so speak.
I am not ashamed to raise my voice, both as an educator and
as one who tries to be a Christian, against any compulsory
military training in the schools and colleges. [Applause.]
I say that notwithstanding the fact that I am a member of
a religious faith opposed to war. And yet, if war were to
break out to-morrow I would consider it my duty to raise my
hand in the national defense. I will never withhold my
voice or my vote on any appropriation that these United
States will need for the purpose of our national security,
but wh_en it comes to pollution of the minds of the youth,
when it comes to destroying the efforts of the Christian
people of this country to raise our young people to something
higher and better than that which has gone before, I say
the time has now come to try to obtain a declaration on the
part of this House which will be declaratory of that for
which we stand. [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to revise and
extend my remarks by inserting these resolutions in the
RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

The matter referred to is as follows:

RESOLUTIONS ON MILITARY TRAINING SHOWING THE ATTITUDES OF
Various BobiEs as OFFICIALLY EXPRESSED IN RESOLUTIONS
THE ATTITUDES OF ORGANIZED RELIGIOUS BODIES
Disciples’ Convention, Memphis, November 11-17, 1926

Whereas our people are committed to the principle of no con-
scription in times of peace: Be it

Resolved, (1) That we oppose all compulsory military training
in the colleges, universities, and high schools of this country;
(2) that we congratulate the colleges of the Disciples of Christ on
the absence of all military training on their campuses.

Northern Baptist Convention, June, 1926

Resolved, That we once more express our conviction that war is
contrary to the spirit and teachings of Jesus; that we are opposed
to war as a method of settlement of international disputes; and
that we declare our irrevocable determination to substitute the
arbitrament of law, reason, and conciliation for that of slaughter;
and we rejoice in every effort put forth in the interests of a just
peace; that we urge all men to ally themselves with efforts for the
peaceable settlement of national disputes; and that we look with
disfavor upon compulsory military training in our colleges and
high schools.

National Council of the Congregational Churches of the United
States, Omaha, Nebr., May 25-June 1, 1927

By a vote of 200 to 20, the national council adopted the follow-
ing resolution against compulsory military training in public
schools and colleges:

Whereas compulsory military training in our schools and col-
leges fosters a general attitude of mind conducive to militarism
and sole reliance on force and gives ground for other nations to
question the peaceful purposes of the United States: Therefore
be it

Resolved, That the National Council of the Congregational
Churches, assembled in Omaha, condemns both in theory and
practice any compulsory military training in public schools or in
tax-supported or land-grant institutions of higher learning; and
be it further

Resolved, That we urge congressional action to release all in-
structors in optional courses in military science from the direct
control of the War Department to the regularly constituted local
academic authorities, thus effectually freeing our educational
system from the control or influence of the War Department.
General Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church in the

United States of America, Kansas City, Mo., May, 1928, passed

the following resolution by a vote of 800 to 50

We are opposed to all milifary training in high schools and to
compulsory military training in colleges and universities.

Presbyterian General Assembly, June, 1926

‘We also put ourselves on record as opposed to all militarism in
spirit and in propaganda. We favor such voluntary drill and

as may seem wise to students and their parents for pur-
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poses of precision, obedience, and team work, but we are opposed
to foreing students in high schools, colleges, and universities to
any form of military organization or exercise.
Synod of the Reformed Presbyterian Church of North America,
Walton, N. Y., June, 1926

This synod declares its opposition to compulsory military train-
ing in high schools, colleges, and universities of the Unlted States
as unnecessary and conducive only to a militaristic spirit in the
coming generation.

General Synod of the Reformed Church in America, June, 1930

We urge the people of our churches to stand with the educators
against the programs of enlarged and popularized military training
in schools and colleges, and to advocate a more effective construc-
tive program for citizenship through educational processes.

Western Unitarian Conference, Cincinnati, May, 1930

Whereas the United States, through the Kellogg peace pact, now
a part of the highest law of the land, has renounced war as an
instrument of national policy, and has taken active steps toward
the reduction of arms: Be it

Resolved, That we, the members of this Western Unitarian Con-
ference, express our hearty sympathy with the 2,000 men students
at the University of Iowa who have petitioned that military train-
ing in the university be put on a veluntary basis, and have
appealed to the general public for support: And be it further

Resolved, That we express our opposition to military training in
our high schools and to compulsory military training in either
high school or college. -

Society for the Advancement of Judaism, March, 1926

The Society for the Advancement of Judaism has followed with
great interest your campalgn against compulsory military training
in the colleges. The members of the soclety want to go on record
as indorsing unanimously your stand and your views on militarism
in the civilian schools and colleges. It believes with you that the
only road to peace is to create a mind set for peace by stressing
and spreading the peace psychology. It can see In compulsory
military training an insidious method of nurturing and fostering
an urge for national self-expression through war and conguest.

Federal Council of Churches of Christ in America, May, 1926

1. That systematic and technleal military training for youth of
high-school age is to be deplored as foreign to the aims and ideals
of our educational system.

2. That clvilian educational institutions should not make mili-
tary training a required subject. :

8 That churches and educational leaders give careful study to
the whole question of the Reserve Officers’ Training Corps in the
school and college.

National Council of Student Yomﬁ:g Men's Christian Association,
192

Resolved, That we, the members of the 1926 National Council of
Btudent Young Men’s Christian Association, do hereby register our
emphatic protest against compulsory military training—in other
than technically military schools—as one of these agencies of mili-
tarism in our schools, colleges, and universities,

International Convention of the Disciples of Christ, 6ctober, 1930

We deplore the expansion of the Reserve Officers’ Training Corps
in high schools and colleges of our country, and particularly its
compulsory features, We agree with educators of high authority
that if the course of instruction given is military training, it ought
not to be given to pupils of high-school age; if it is not military
training, it ought not to be a War Department expenditure.

Centrul Conference of Jewish Rabbis, 1928

We reaffirm our opposition to the milltarization of our schools
and colleges by compulsory military training.
World Alliance for International Friendship Through the Churches.
Adopted at the annual meeting, St. Louis, 1927. Readopted at
the annual meeting, New York, 1928

Without raising the question of the expediency of maintaining
an adequate military and naval defense so long as the war system
lasts, we deplore any tendencies which put undue emphasis on
militarism in education. In particular, we oppose military train-
ing in all public and high schools and all compulsory military
training in colleges and universities, except in institutions estab-
lished for the specific purpose of military education.

National Study Conference on the Churches and World Peace, Feb-
ruary, 1930—Military training

1. We agree with former Secretary of State Eellogg that *the
most certain insurance” against war “is the training of the
thoughts of men in the way of peace,” and we deplore the present
Federal expenditure for military training In high schools, civil
colleges, and summer camps—an expenditure which is greater than
the total operating costs of the Department of State.

2. Accepting the expert opinion of the World Federation of
Education Associations, the National Education Association, and
other competent bodies that military training is not the best
form of training for developing physique, citizenship, and pa-
triotism, we urge that the citizens’ military training camps should
be reorganized and renamed without the military element, but
with emphasis upon physical development and nonmilitary ways
of national service, such as projects of reclamation and conserva-
tion of natural resources, and that the control of these camps
and expenditures for the same should be lodged in the Depart-

ment of the Interior or some other civillan agency, and not in
the Department of War.
3. With regard to the Reserve Officers’ Training Corps, we call

the attention of the churches to the particular dangers of mili-,

tary compulsion, military propaganda, and military money inher-
ing in War Department control of this military education in eivil
universities and schools. We urge the churches throughout the
country to gather fact material in local communities and States
and study intensively the psychological effects of military courses,
especially their effect on the attitudes of students toward such
questions as proparedness, the World Court, 100 per cent nation-
alism, freedom of speech and discussion, etc. We also urge that
wherever compulsory military training exists our churches shall
spread the facts concerning it so as to facilitate speedy abolition
of the same. We recommend cooperation with the committee

on militarism in education, Bible House, Astor Place, New York,,

and other peace agencies studying this subject. Especially in
high schools and church schools and colleges we believe that
military training is out of place and that there should be no com-
pulsory military courses in any civil institution of higher learn-
ing. To this extent, at least, the national defense act should be
revised and amended so that our Government, which has signed
the pact of Paris renouncing war as an instrument of national
policy, will no longer aid in coercing schoolboys to prepare for
battle.
THE ATTITUDES OF EDUCATIONAL BODIES

The American Physical Education Association, at an annual
convention during the war, at which * preparedness” was the
leading topie, resolved:

That military drill in the public schools does not develop the
necessary qualities in youth which prepare a nation for the
struggles of war, to say nothing of those of peace, because— -

(a) It is not only very limited in its activities but actually
harmful in its effects on boys less than 18 or 20 years of age, as
has been so clearly demonstrated by Sir William Aitkin, professor
of pathology in the Army Medical School of England.

(b) It can not teach the boys the real art of war, since they are
too young to handle the real weapons and undergo the rigors of
adequate instruction.

(c) It fosters a false sense of patriotism which does not appre-
ciate the seriousness of war or the glories of peace,

(d) Constant drill in a hall or on an athletic field is artificial,
monotonous, and wearisome, tending to produce an aversion for
military training instead of an interest in the real problems of a
soldier.

4, That a rational system of physlical training, consisting of
exercises and games adapted to the age, sex, and capacity of the
growing boy and girl, as well as instruction in hyglene, sanitation,

and first aid, is of the greatest value in preparing the youth orl
-

the country for the struggles of war and of peace. * *

The National Education Association, department of superin-
tendence, after careful study of the values of military training in
the schools, resolved during the war:

* * * Tt is often claimed that military exercises, whether we
call them military training or military drill, offer the best method
of fraining pupils in obedience, promptness, truthfulness, indus-
try, and other desirable personal traits; in short, of developing
personal character and of training pupils physically. Those en-
gaged In the work of education are practically unanimous in
asserting that these claims have no justification.

* * ¢ The ideals of the kind of obedience and of general
conduct aimed at by military exercises are best represented by the
word “ martinet,” which these exercises long ago contributed to
our educational vocabulary—ideals which every teacher who aims
at real character development seeks to avold.

Those who favor military drill maintain that it is the most effec-
tive means of developing patriotic feeling. If this theory were
well founded, we should all be eager to adopt it, for, as teachers
of the young, we acknowledge the responsibility which regard for
the patriotic citizenship of our children places upon us, and agree
that we must be unceasing in our efforts to plant the virtue of
patriotism in their hearts. But if we look beneath the surface,
we find that military patriotism may be no deeper and no more
lasting than military obedience. We must not confuse excitement
with patriotism, the showy exhibition with real love of country.
¢ * * But we go further. We must teach our puplils to make
the passage from love of country to love of mankind, love of
humanity, a transition which civilization teaches us to make, but
which the spirit of military drill can not make, but rather tends
to prevent.

The World Federation of Education Associations, August, 1929

Resolved, (1) That an endeavor be made to secure that syste-
matic military training shall not be given in civil education insti-
tutions, but where such institutions undertake military training
it shall in no case be a compulsory subject of the curriculum.

(2) That every endeavor be made to secure the substitution of
physical training, of exercise, and of sports for the military traine
ing too often now given in civil education institutions and so to
insure adequate training in character and citizenship and thus to
lead the youth of the world to a better and wider appreciation of
the real meaning of patriotism and the duties of citizenship.

American Federation of Teachers, 1929

Whereas efforts are being made by the War Department to estab-
lish Reserve Officers’ Training Corps units in the public high
schools of the country; and :
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Whereas in these efforts to attract young men to the Reserve
Officers’ Training Corps, the War Department uses pretty girls,
credits, uniforms, saddle horses, etc., as bait; and

Whereas the establishment of Reserve Officers’ Training Corps
units in the high schools will put the public school system of the
country under the control of the War Department, create a war
mind set with a psychological situation favorable to war or its
outbreak; and

Whereas the training received in the units is a very inadequate
substitute for physical fraining or training in citizenship since
the Reserve Officers’ Training Corps training stresses unquestioned
obedience, whereas for citizenship depends for its effec-
tiveness on the development of a critical and questioning attitude;
therefore be it

Resolved, That the American Federation of Teachers oppose not
only the establishment of Reserve Officers’ Corps units
in ourm]?ijgh schools but also any attempt to militarize the mind
of America.

American Federation of Teachers, 1930

Whereas compulsory military training is inconsistent with the
spirit of democratic education, and

Whereas the Attorney General of the United States has in-
terpreted the Morrill Land Grant Act of 1862 as requiring only
that military training be offered by the State institutions which
come under its provisions, not that such training be compulsory
on every male student, and

Whereas the State legislature of Wisconsin in 1023 explicitly
removed the compulsory feature from its statute regulating mili-
tary training in the university of that State, and

Whereas there are 86 colleges and universities in the United
States where military training is compulsory for at least two years,
many of which come under the Morrill Act, be it

Resolved, That the American Federation of Teachers urge its
members to cooperate with those groups in their own States which
are working through universities and legislatures to remove the
compulsory provision wherever found.

National Congress of Parents and Teachers, June, 1920

The National Congress of Mothers and Parent-Teacher Associa-

tions places itself on record as opposed to compulsory military
and service. * ¢ *

* * = Wo urge the passage of the bill for universal physical
education as part of the school system, thereby giving equal oppor-
tunity to girls and boys for physical development and making
unnecessary the effort for compulsory military training.

National Congress of Homersl ;;36 Parent-Teacher Associations,

Whereas the Department of War has frankly avowed its purpose
of entering our schools in order to secure a larger number of
summer military camps and has already launched this program:
Therefore be it

Resolved, That the National Congress of Mothers and Parent-
Teagxer Associations protest this attempt to foster the military
spirit.

Camp Fire Girls, Ezecutive and Guardians Association, January,
1922

Whereas the camp-fire idea does not harmonize with the for-
mality of military drills and terms; and

Whereas it has been proved in camps of Camp Fire Girls that
better response to the Camp Fire program is gained by substitut-
ing the hike and the organized game for formal drill and
by using the usual terms of everyday life to express leadership in
place of military terminology: Be it

Resolved, That all guardians, executives, and directors of Camp
Fire Girls discourage the use of anything military in their group
or camp organization.

ATTITUDES OF LABOR AND FARMER GROUPS
American Federation of Labor, 1927

The committee recommends continued support of proposed legis-
lation to prohibit compulsory military training in any educational
institution.

Ilinois State Federation of Labor, Herrin, Ill.,, November, 1928

Resolved, That while the Illinois Federation of Labor is not
opposed to providing military instruction in the university for
those college students who wish it, it does oppose making this
training obligatory upon those who do not wish to take such
training. It therefore instructs its officers to work for the removal
of the compulsory feature and for the substitution of adequate
physical training and instruction in citizenship for those students
who do not elect the military work.

Farmer-Labor Party, July, 1923

Whereas there is an extensive, heavily financed, and steadily in-
creasing propaganda in this country, directed by the War Depart-
ment, to militarize the United States by standardizing the chil-
dren in the schools, by shrewd methods inducing and in some cases
even compelling the youth of the land into entering military
organizations, and by wholesale attack upon citizens' organizations
working in the interests of peace; therefore be it

Resolved, That we offset the attempt to militarize the minds of
our children by demanding the of the truth about the
causes, resuits, and character of war, and the teaching of the his-
tory of the efforts of men to achieve world peace, in our schools,
and the elimination of material tending to the glorification of
war and the perpetuation of hereditary hatreds from our text-
boo.

.
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The National Grange, Seattle, November, 1929

Whereas the teaching of military training in our high schools,
colleges, and universities is not in keeping with the spirit that
actuates the almost universal effort to secure world-wide peace;
therefore be it

Resolved, That we favor the elimination of military training
from high schools and the compulsory feature from colleges and
universities.
National Farmers’ Union Convention, Denver, Colo., November 23,

1928

1. We are in favor of every move toward the abolition of war as
& means of settlement of differences between nations. We there-
fore urge the ratification of the Kellogg treaties, the lessening of
empheasis of military training in high schools and colleges, and the
complete abandonment of the principle of compulsory military
training in any public school. We would point out in this connec-
tion in the case of land and agricultural colleges the distinction
between the compulsory offering of a military course and the com-
gg]dsmy participation in such a course on the part of the student
y.
ATTITUDES OF WOMEN'S ORGANIZATIONS
National Council of Jewish Women, 1926

Whereas compulsory military training in schools and coll of
the United States has greatly increased since the World w:ges and

‘Whereas such training stresses war psychology in the minds of
our youth; and

Whereas the War Department is thus given unprecedented influ-
ence in our civil educational institutions; and

‘Whereas such training runs counter to the movement to substi-
tute law for war: Therefore be it

Resolved, That we, the National Council of Jewish Women, in
triennial assembled, do earnestly urge that the compulsory feature
of such training be eliminated in land-grant colleges.

National Council of Jewish Women, 1929

Whereas military training in secondary schools of the United
States has greatly increased since the World War; and

Whereas such training tends to stress war psychology In the
minds of our adolescents; and

Whereas the War Department is given unprecedented influence
in our civil educational institutions; and

Whereas such training runs counter to the movement to substi-
tute law for war: Be it

Resolved, That we adopt the recommendation that the further
introduction of such training be eliminated in the secondary
schools.

Federation of Women’s Board of Foreign Missions of North Amer=
ica convention, Atlantic City, N. J., January 9-12, 1926

Permanent world peace can never be achieved until the chil-
dren of the world are trained to believe in it and strive for it
* * * We therefore recommend that this organization protest
against the militarization of youth in our church and schools,
and by every means assist in raising a generation around the
world which will “learn war no more,” but will learn realization
of justice, love, and mutual respect as a basis for & new world
order.

National Federation of Temple Sisterhoods, Cleveland, Ohio,
January, 1927

* * * The Sisterhoods’ recommendation is that the compul-
sory feature of military training be eliminated in all land-grant
colleges.

National Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, November, 1922

We urge the continued cooperation of the United States in
world affairs, responsible membership in effective world organi-
zation for peace, outlawry of war by international law, and world
reduction of armaments to police force. We oppose military
training in our schools.

ATTITUDES OF LABOR AND FARMER GROUPS
New York State Federation of Labor, 1929

Whereas (the New York State Federation of Labor) feels that
the established institutions for military training by the War De-
partment, both State and National, are sufficient for the training
of citizens for defensive purposes without the introduction of mili-
tary training into the public schools * * * (we) are opposed
to establishing of the units of the Junior Reserve Officers’ Training
Corps in any branch of the public-school system.

National Women's Trade Union League, 1526 and 1929

The committee desires to emphasize the importance of peace,
working among children and young people through the schools,
and protests against compulsory military training in our public
schools and colleges.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, this is not a question of
compulsory military training. This is a question of whether
the Congress of the United States is going fo attempt to
run the business of every school and college in the land, or
whether we are going to leave it to the boards of trustees of
those schools and colleges,

Under the national defense act this training is provided
for those schools which elect it and in such manner as the
boards of trustees and school commissioners of the differ-
ent towns decide it should be run. Do you suppose for a
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minute that if there was any substantial objection in any
school or college to military training that any board of trus-
tees would permit it to go on? Do you suppose that if that
objection existed in the city of Washington, in the city of
Philadelphia, or in any other city in the land, the board of
education of such city would permit compulsory military
training to go on?

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. Certainly. S

Mr. STAFFORD. Within the last 10 minutes my atten-
tion has been called to the fact that at the University of
Minnesota eight years ago the student body signed a peti-
tion to the extent of 4,000 protesting against this training,
and the authorities of that institution dismissed from its
rolls hundreds of those students because they would not con-
form to the requirements.

Mr. TABER. And we should not attempt to tell the Uni-
versity of Minnesota how to run its business. That is
ridiculous. A statement was made in the hearings before
the Military Appropriations Committee by the secretary of
one of these pacifist organizations, one of these organiza-
tions which exist for the purpose of maintaining a paid
secretary. He told us that the California Institute of Tech-
nology applied to the War Department and they found that
they would not get the service unless they continued to have
it compulsory. You turn to the list of those institutions that
are receiving this service and you do not find that institu-
tion anywhere on the list.

Mr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. Yes.

Mr. BARBOUR. The California Institute of Technology
does not appear on this list at all?

Mr. TABER. Not at all, which bears out the fact that
that institution never had this service. It is the most ridic-
ulous thing for us to attempt to tell every institution in the
land how they shall run their business. [Applause.] The
worst thing you can do for education is to take it away
from the parents and guardians of the children and take it
into the Congress of the United States and take it away
from the trustees of the universities throughout the land
and attempt to handle the proposition from Washington.

It seems to me this amendment should be defeated and
that the law should be allowed to go on so that the youth
of the land may be permitted to continue this training in
an orderly way, under the direction of those who run the
schools., [Applause.]

Mr, CONNERY. Mr. Chairman, ladies, and gentlemen of
the committee, I do not believe anybody would accuse me of
being a pacifist. If I may be open to any accusation it is
being for too much national defense. Therefore to-day I
rise, not as a pacifist but as an American citizen and Mem-
ber of Congress, to favor the amendment of the gentleman
from New York [Mr. LaGuarpial. [Applause.]

I have listened to this debate and some very interesting
facts have been brought out, but there are a few things
which I think should be cleared up. For instance, the chair-
man in reading a list of these different institutions gave the
impression that a school like Norwich University in the State
of Vermont, which is a military school, would not come
under Mr. LaGuarpia’'s amendment. Mr. LAGUARDIA'S
amendment provides thal any school which is a recognized
military school of the United States shall be excluded from
his amendment.

Mr. BARBOUR.

Mr. CONNERY.

Mr, BARBOUR. Is Norwich University a military school?

Mr. CONNERY, Yes; it is. The students wear uniforms
and it is one of the best military schools in the country.

Mr. BARBOUR. The vice president of the university is
present and maybe he can tell us.

Mr. GIBSON. It is strictly a military school.

Mr. CONNERY, Yes; it is strictly a military school. Also
I would like to call the attention of the chairman of the
committee to this fact, which is a little personal affair
which happened to me just before Christmas. I am not in
favor of compulsory military training except in time of war.

LXXIV——144

Will the gentleman yield?
Yes.
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I believe every instinct of the American people is against
compulsory military training [applausel, and I am not talk-
ing as a pacifist.

I went down to see the Secretary of War last week with
Father MacDonald, of the city of Lawrence, who has a corps
of cadets up there called St. Mary’s Cadets. It is not a mili-
tary school and is purely a voluntary affair. These boys, 800
of them, come in and drill two nights or three nights a week,
and in the World War they had 95 per cent voluntary enlist-
ment in the service of the United States. [Applause.] We
went to the Secretary of War in an endeavor on the part of
Father MacDonald to purchase—not to get them free—but
to purchase enough uniforms for these boys, and we found
that under the present law he could not buy them. He
could not get obsolete uniforms, he could not get surplus
uniforms for these boys who are purely patriotic and un-
selfish in the service of their country, because there would
have to be an auction and some clothing dealer in the army
and navy stores could buy $150,000 worth, but of course
Father MacDonald with his group of 800 boys could not
afford to come in and buy $150,000 worth of uniforms in
order to outfit 800 boys.

Mr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CONNERY. I yield to the gentleman from California.

Mr. BARBOUR. I am in sympathy with the gentleman,
but this amendment would not alter that situation. We
would have to change the law itself.

Mr. CONNERY. I understand that, but I am stating that
if the committee would take care of the boys of the United
States who are willing, not by compulsion but voluntarily,
to give their services to the United States, by at least giving
them uniforms so they may be able to parade and drill, we
would get better results than by compulsory military train-
ing.

Mr. BARBOUR. The gentleman would have to change
the authorizing act in order to do that.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. The Committee on Appro-
priations could not do that. _

Mr. BARBOUR, I am in sympathy with the proposition
of the gentleman and would like to see that done.

Mr. CONNERY. I am calling this to the attention of the
gentleman in contradistinction to the requirement of com-
pulsory military training.

Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WeLsH]
stated ‘it very tritely and expertly when he stated that the
high school and the military college training of the men in
the World War did not mean a thing as far as military
training is concerned, and even the members of your Regular
Army and National Guard, when they got in the trenches
had to be “ untaught ” a number of things they had learned.
It was an enfirely new type of warfare to them because you
did not have hand grenades in the early wars. You did not
have 1-pounders or gas masks in the Spanish-American
War, or a thousand and one other things that were used
in the World War.

Now, take the case of a boy 14 or 15 years old who has
tuberculosis. You may send him to the University of Maine,
or any other school with compulsory military training. He
goes to the University of Maine, not because he wants to
be a soldier, but because he wants to learn Latin or Gresk
or engineering, or whatever subject he is interested in.

After you put him there he may be taken out on an 18-mile
hike when any doctor in the world will tell you that you
should not take a man who is aflicted with TB or who
is not physically able to go on hikes, and make him hike
for 18 miles, and yet they do it with these men. I know
they do it, Mr. Chairman. What they should do with these
men is to put them in a gymnasium and let them use the
dumb-bells or let them use the pulleys or the punching bag
or something moderate that is suitable to men in that con-
dition, and not compulsory drilling or hikes.

Mr. BARBOUR and Mr. MAAS rose.

Mr. CONNERY. I yield to the gentleman from California.

Mr. BARBOUR. With respect to the incident the gentle-
man has just referred to, the national defense act specifi-
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cally states that this training shall be given to young men
who are physically fit.

Mr. CONNERY. That is what the act may state, but
practically what happens is that whether it is in a high
school or in a college, when they call out the battalion for
drill, you go, and if you do not go they say, “ Oh, you are
yellow.”

Mr. BARBOUR. But the gentleman will admit that those
who are not physically fit do not have to take such training.
I know that is true of all of these institutions.

Mr. CONNERY. Theoretically yes; practically no. It is
like it was in the Army, where you were supposed to be
always well, and if you went on sick report some hard-boiled
officer would say that you were yellow. You might be almost
dead but that did not matter.

Mr. MAAS, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CONNERY. I yield.

Mr. MAAS. Can the gentleman cite a specific case where
they even permit them to take such drills if they are not
physically fit? As a matter of fact, they are not allowed to
take it if they are not physically fit.

Mr. CONNERY. I have not had that experience. If the
gentleman has had that experience, then his experience is
different from mine.

Mr. MAAS. I will ask the gentleman to cite a single case
where anybody who was unfit had to submit to military
training.

Mr. CONNERY. Does the gentleman want me to get sta-

tistics and give him the names of the boys who were not
physically fit who were called out for drill and the insti-
tutions that they attended?

Mr. MAAS. It is not of much value to Congress unless
the gentleman can do that.

Mr. CONNERY. Does the gentleman want me to give a
list of such boys who were made to drill every day in the
high schools when they were not physically fit?

Mr. MAAS. Yes.

Mr. CONNERY., Very well; I will give the gentleman a
list of the names and addresses of the boys who were taken
out on hikes when they were not physically fit.

I do not believe that the American people want compul-
sory training, When it comes time to go to war, I believe
the American people are in favor of the draft to take them,
rich and poor, regardless of where they come from.

_ The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts has expired.

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to proceed for two more minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Chairman, I will not take any fur-
ther time except to say that I am in favor of the amendment
of the gentleman from New York and I do not agree with
some of the remarks that have been made quoting certain
pacifist organizations in favor of this amendment. I am
not a pacifist. I have no sympathy with pacifist doctrines.
I have fought for national defense every minute since I have
been a Member of this House during the past eight years.

From my point of view this is not a pacifist proposition.
It is a question of whether a boy up in the State of Maine,
for instance, wants to go to the University of Maine and get
an education and will be compelled to go to school in New
Hampshire, Vermont, or Massachusetts unless he agrees to
take compulsory training or whether he will be a free-born
American citizen, to receive his education where he wants to
get it, ready and willing, if necessary, in time of war to take

- up arms in the defense of his country. [Applause.]

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate
on this amendment and all amendments thereto close in
20 minutes.

Mr. COLLINS. I suggest that the gentleman make it
30 minutes.

Mr. BARBOUR. Very well, I will accept that.
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Mr. COLLINS. And out of that I want 10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Arentz). The question is on the
motion of the gentleman from California that all debate on
this amendment and all amendments thereto close in 30
minutes.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. A parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I understood the motion of the gen-
tleman from California that the time be equally divided
between those for and against the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not so understand, but
the Chair will recognize those for and against.

Mr. MAAS. Mr. Chairman, I think the question before
the House is not a question of compulsory training at all,
but is a question whether you are going to have Congress run
these institutions. Compulsory military training is no dif-
ferent than the requirement to learn a foreign language. It
might be objectionable to some Members of the House that
these boys should learn a foreign language. Would you
withhold an appropriation for the school because they did
not like that course?

Now, the situation at the University of Minnesota has been
misrepresented. However, it does not make any difference
whether every student signed the petition; are we going to
have the colleges or schools run by students or by the boards
of trustees? Besides, there never were three or four hun-
dred students dismissed because they refused to take the
compulsory military training.

Mr, HUDSON. Is that school for the students or is it for
the faculty?

Mr. MAAS. Do you want the soviet or communistic ele-
ment to run this college? Would you set up soviets of
students to dictate the courses they should take? And how
about the insane asylums—who are they for? [Laughter.]
Do you want the inmates to run them? [Laughter.]

Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman con-
sider that analogous?

Mr. HUDSON. The gentleman ought to know the differ-
ence between an insane asylum and a university.

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Mr. Chairman, I insist that
the Chair protect the gentleman from Minnesota.
[Laughter.]

Mr. MAAS. Thanks, but I do not need protection.
[Laughter.] I know that I will be called a militarist
because I am opposing this amendment, but that does not
bother me. That is always the way with these pacifists;
if anyone opposes their proposition, then they are mili-
tarists. How many of these men went through the last
war? Some did. The gentleman from New York [Mr.
LaGuarpra]l did. But most of them know nothing of the
actual problem of training. We had a horrible loss, a
terrific loss, of human life because we were not prepared.
These men who went through the war are asking for ade-
quate defense. Everybody else was prepared, and that was
why we suffered that great loss of human life. The gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. WeLsg] says that there is no
benefit and no value in this military training. That is not
true. Our best officers and noncommissioned officers came
from the schools where we had military training. They say
that the whole theory of our position seems to be that these
schools where they have military training is an insidious
device to bring up students as militarists. That is a lot of
bunk and you gentlemen know it. I defy you to mention
a single instance where they have taught militarism or
inculcated a military spirit.

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MAAS. Yes; I yield.

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. Germany went through in-
tensive military training, and where is she now?

Mr. MAAS. And so did every other nation in the world
except the United States, and we had the most horrible loss
of life of any of them.

Mr. STRONG of Eansas. Oh, no.
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Mr. MAAS. The gentleman says that being trained did
not keep Germany out of war. Our being unprepared did
not keep us out of the war.

Mr. STRONG of Kansas. No; but it put Germany into
it, and us also.

Mr. MAAS. One more thought I want to get before this
House. I have been making an independent study in the
last year or so, and I want the Members of this House to
know that the delinquency records of the country show a
most surprising condition with respect to boys who have had
military training. The number of boys who have had mili-
tary training who get into difficulty with the law and with
police officers is about one-fifth of those who have not had
military training and who do get into such difficulties.
[Applause.]

We are in the position, on the one hand, of saying to the
schools that we want these boys given military training, and
“ here is the money to train them with,” but on the other
hand, of saying that “ if you compel them to take the train-
ing, you can not have the money to train them.” The mili-
tary side of this training is, however, the smallest part of
the benefit. It is the benefit to the boys of systematic, regu-
lar exercise, discipline, inculcating habits of neatness, order-
liness, courtesy, and the democratic ideals of common serv-
ice, where all men of given rank are treated equally, regard-
less of family name, wealth, or social position, that really
counts. The uniform becomes the democratizing agent and
quickly eliminates snobbishness. A large part of these so-
called military courses in our schools is devoted to instilling,
not a desire for war, but a deep, abiding peace-time citizen-
ship of the finest kind.

It is not militarism to teach the youth of the country to
be prepared to defend their country if the need should
arise, That is what is taught and that is all that is taught
of a military nature. There is never even the hint of train-
ing for any other purpose. If it is a crime to be taught
that it is right to defend your country, then thank God
there are a lot of us yet who are willing to be such crimi-
nals. Bul a pretty state of affairs has come to pass if it
is a crime to teach patriotism. If we are, however, to
teach that it is right and decent and proper to defend one's
country when defense is needed, then we must provide the
means of teaching the youth how to defend it if their
services ever become necessary. It is getting now so that
one must blush to even mention patriotism.

In most States there are laws requiring boys and girls
up to certain ages to go to school. Most of the subjects
are specified, and yet there is no protest about compelling
these students to take some course that they may not
want to take. The principle is the same. Congress
would not think of interfering with an individual State and
say that the State had no right to compel its youth to go
to school if the schools in that State required instruction
in American history, let us say. Who among you would
stand for Congress fixing the speed laws within the various
States on any Federal-aid highway, just because Congress
contributed a part of the money to build the highways?

What right has Congress to tell the Legislature of Minne-
sota what it shall or shall not require to be taught at the
University of Minnesota? I deny that Congress has any
such right. It is a matter for the people of Minnesota to
decide. We elect our legislature, and if we do not want
compulsory military training in our schools in Minnesota,
we, the people of Minnesota, have the remedy in our hands.
Our legislature will act in that matter for us, not this Con-
gress. What right has a Congressman from Mississippi, or
Michigan, or New York, to say what we in Minnesota shall
permit at our educational institutions, any more than he
would have to say what our traffic or speed laws are to be
on our highways in Minnesota? This is not a matter of
militarism; it is a matter of permifting the States to govern
their own institutions.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Min-
nesota has expired.
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Mr., McSWAIN. Mr. Chairman and gentleman of the
committee, I want you to think what will be the effect
within our own States., I am opposed to compulsory mili-
tary training as much as anybody on this floor, and some
of you gentlemen here who know this to be the fact; some
of you know my positive attitude during all of these years.
But I am also a State rights man, and if South Carolina
wants to have military training in her schools, I am op-
posed to denying her a fair access to the Treasury of the
United States because she has some convictions about
whether or not she wants military training in one or more
of her schools. [Applause.]

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. McSWAIN. Yes.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Is there any question of
State rights involved in this?

Mr. McSWAIN. Certainly.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The money comes out of the
United States Treasury and is subject to the exclusive con-
trol of Congress and the War Department. How then is it
a State rights question? .

Mr. McSWAIN. Because a State that may be denied the
right to participate in this fund has itself contributed money
to that Federal fund, and that is where it comes in. Take
the people of North Carolina that pays a million dollars a
day into the Tre--ury of the United States. Do you say
to her that her Agricultural and Mechanical College can
not have one cent of this money unless they leave it optional
with every Tom, Dick, and Harry when he comes in there as
a freshman as to whether or not he will get up in the morn-
ing when the bugle blows? That is all it means. Let me
tell you what is going to happen in South Carolina and
every other State. In 1890, under the influence of the great
Senator Tillman, the State of South Carolina set up the
Clemson Agricultural and Mechanical College. You say
that this is not a blow to the “ essentially military *” school.
What is an “ essentially military ” school? Who is going to
decide that question? There is no school that teaches noth-
ing but military tactics and science. Military tactics and
science is less than 10 per cent of what is taught by the
most extreme military school in the country. It is less than
10 per cent of what is taught at West Point. The liberal
arts and sciences are taught more than 90 per cent. West
Point, according to that definition, would not be an essen-
tially military school.

Under Governor Tillman we set up the Clemson Agricul-
tural and Mechanical College. This amendment is aimed
at land-grant colleges and at State universities. Make no
mistake. It will cripple them.

Mr. REED of New York rose.

Mr. McSWAIN. Just a moment. When we in South
Carolina set up that Clemson College we built our barracks,
and we built it on the theory and assumption that it would
be a strictly military school. Now, you say to us that we
can not come in and get one cent of this fund unless we
say to the boys in these barracks, “ You can have your
choice as to whether or not you will have the training.”
That means this: There are four boys in one room. The
bugle blows in the morning. Three of them lie back and
say, “I'll be durned if I'm going to get up for that bugle ”;
but the other one says, “ Well, in order to get that $107 a
year that my daddy can not pay, if I am to stay in this col-
lege, I will crawl out of this good, warm bed and attend
that formation.”

Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for
a question?

Mr, McSWAIN. No; excuse me, I want to finish this
statement. We heard the gentleman make an eloquent
argument, and it was a good one, as he usually makes.
There are in South Carolina at least 500 young men in the
Clemson College who would not be there to-day but for
this fund. Why? Because they are paying not only for
their uniform but paying cash for their training so that
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they can use it to help pay their board, and I know of my
own knowledge dozens and dozens of boys whose fathers
under the present price of cotton could not keep them in
the college but for the aid they receive from this fund. If
there are 500 in South Carolina, I suspect there are prob-
ably 5,000 in some other big States, and perhaps 1,000 in
Michigan, and perhaps 1,000 in Kansas; and some of your
neighbors’ boys are going to be turned out of school next
fall if this amendment should be adopted. I yield to the
gentleman from New York.

Mr. REED of New York. The gentleman has not quite
covered all of the ground.

Mr. McSWAIN. Then I ask my brother to help me cover
it It would take hours to tell the whole truth.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from
South Carolina has expired.

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to proceed for 10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the
House, the amendment of the gentleman from New York
[{Mr. LaGuarpia] merely provides for elective military train-
ing in the colleges and schools of the country, except at the
essentially military schools. During the last year we had
131,038 enrolled in the Reserve Officers’ Training Corps.

We had 15,544 in 55-C work. That is another branch of
training in the schools. We had 2,300 in that branch below
55-C school work, making a total of 148,277 boys in the
schools of the country taking various kinds of military train-
ing. They are given these courses for the purpose of help-
ing, or at least we thought so, along the lines of military
defense, so that we could make officers out of them; not
privates, but officers. Out of all that number we got 6,514
reserve officers—only 6,514—and of those not more than half
will be officers a few months from now.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Does the gentleman want
to know the reason?

Mr, COLLINS. I do not wish to yield just now. This
shows that this particular work is worthless from the stand-
point of military defense. Now, with regard to that par-
ticular work, I favor this amendment because it will create
a situation where a boy can take the training if he wants
to, and if it meets with the approval of his parents, but
where no boy in a civil school will be drafted against his
will. I do not like the present practice which forces prac-
tically every boy in the United States who desires fo take a
course in agriculture to take it with a course in military
training. That is the situation to-day.

Mr. BEEDY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, COLLINS. I yield.

Mr. BEEDY. There has been a good deal said about this
Congress taking away from local communities the right to
set up their own educational systems. Does the gentleman
not think it is just as valuable for us to guard the rights
and freedom of choice in the youth of 18 years throughout
the country as it is to look after the boards of trustees?
[Applause.]

Mr. COLLINS. I certainly do. Now, that is the situation
with reference to the farmer boys of this country. It is
almost 100 per cent true with reference to courses in me-
chanies also.

Now, the attitude of the War Department is not only to
put this training in the institutions but they require that
an institution compel a boy who once enrolls in a military
course to complete that course before he can be graduated
in his academic subjects. Under the existing circumstances
a boy could make a grade of 100 per cent in every sechool
subject and be denied his diploma just because he failed in
military drill. That is a deplorable situation for this coun-
try of ours.

Let us examine further the attitude of the War Depart-
ment. Testimony before our committee showed that a
school out in California was not permitted by the War De-
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partment to change from compulsory to elective training,
Last year they were listed in the War Department figures
given our committee as having compulsory training. This
year they have none. The department dropped them en-
tirely when they tried to make drill elective.

Also notice the attitude of the Chief of Staff of the United
States Army on this question. He ought to represent the
official attitude. General Summerall said in his final report:

The most serlous danger to the continued prosperity of the
Reserve Officers Training Corps that has arisen in recent years lies
in the effect of the decision of the Secretary of the Interior, sus-
tained by the opinion of the Attorney General, that military

is not compulsory in land-grant colleges under the
Morrill Act.

You see, the Chief of Staff of the United States Army
favors the compulsory idea. Who can deny that that is the
attitude of the Army?

Now let us go along a little further. This Congress is con-
cerned with providing our couniry with military security.
You can provide military security in only one way, and that
is by providing our Army with modern fighting implements.
These modern fighting implements, such as machine guns,
the Christie tank that is out at the east door of the Capitol
now, airplanes, and gas, cost money. If you provide these
modern fighting implements, you will have to cut down your
military personnel, because you can not have both.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Will the gentleman yield
for a question?

Mr. COLLINS. Please let me finish.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. We will save time.

Mr. COLLINS. No; it will not save time.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I would like to show
why—

Mr. COLLINS. I can not yield fo the gentleman just now.
I am sorry.

You can not have both. You can not have modern
fighting implements and great armies of men, too. That
tank out there can destroy every Reserve Officers’ Train-
ing Corps unit in the country. How could boys perform
fours right and fours left in the face of such hellish
instrument of war as that? To attain a modern fighting
force we must use modern fighting implements, and we can
not do that within the limits of present appropriations.
We must cut down our personnel in order to do it. Those
of you who think you are militarists, who worship at the
shrine of some captain or major or colonel, making daily
reports to him on how you have acted in order to make his
lot in life better, I want to say to that particular class that
when you oppose such an amendment as this you are not
working for military defense; you are working against mili-
tary defense. You are not as military minded as you think
you are; you are pacifists in sheep’s clothing subtly under-
mining military security.

Captain Hart, the greatest military writer of this par-
ticular day, emphasizes the necessity of four instruments of
warfare—the machine gun, gas, tanks, and airplanes.

He said that an army ought to be built around those four
instrumentalities of warfare and that we ought to cut down
the use of khaki. In other words, do not subject our boys
to the folly of trying to fight the next war with man power,
when machines will ruthlessly crush men. And if you train
these boys in these obsolete methods you are worse off than
if you had no training.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi has expired.

Mr. GREEN. Mr, Chairman, I wonder how my friend
from Mississippi [Mr. CoLLins] can believe that tanks and
other war implements would be effective in the way of
defense unless we have trained men to man them. [Ap-
plause.]

In the State of Florida we have a land-grant college.
Twenty years ago, when I first entered that institution, there
were approximately 200 students. To-day they have 2,200
or 2,300, for the simple reason that young men select it.
They prefer to go to this institution, which is a military
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institution. Military training there, of course, is not ex-
acted of men who are not physically qualified for same.
They have competent physicians to pass on the physical fit-
ness of all yo men—under 21 years of age—before they
are required to drill.

Thak institution has grown also in efficiency, prestige, and
general standing in proportion with and in keeping with its
attendance growth. It is to-day one of the Nation's leading
institutions of higher learning, drawing its student body
from almost every State in the Union and from many for-
eign countries. Dr. John J. Tigert, former United States
Commissioner of Education, is president of the University of
Florida, and according to advice from him believes tha§ Fed-
eral funds should continue for the land-grant colleges and
that military training should be carried on in same.

Extensive military training is not given in these schools,
but enough is had fo teach the students necessary discipline,
the importance of organized action, leadership, and punctu-
ality. Their general health and incident mental efficiency is
benefited. Our university, with its splendid faculty and
great student body, is the pride of the entire State of Florida,
and, in fact, its athletic teams, debating teams, and other
student organizations have received most honorable men-
tion, distinction, and recognition in many other States. It
is furnishing trained, competent, and dependable leaders.

A large number of worthy students who are in financial
need are receiving small financial benefits from the Federal
funds. Without same many of them would be compelled to
leave the university.

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the LaGuardia amendment.
It is against the best interests of our institutions of higher
learning. Furthermore, it would restrict Federal money in
such a manner as to give Federal interference with State
education. I do not want Federal officials to tell my State's
instructors to teach or not to teach certain subjects. The
Florida State Board of Control and the faculty of the Uni-
versity of Florida are capable of deciding upon courses to be
taught in our State’s institutions; we do not want Federal
restriction. If Florida wants military training in her uni-
versity, let her have it; she is fully capable of guiding her
own destiny in this respect.

A more capable or honorable board of control never served
Florida than her present board. The board members are
unselfish and patriotic. I gladly trust Florida’s institutions
of higher learning to their custody and care. [Applause.l

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman and mem-
bers of the committee, for a long time I have paid attention
to the subject of preparedness by the United States, and I
notice that this debate quickly runs to that question. I was
a Member of Congress in the years that approached the
World War, and a Member of the Congress that declared
war and then had to do many things crudely, hastily, and
improperly because of unpreparedness. I was a Member
also of the Congress that had to do with the building up
and passage of the national defense act. That act was built
up through much labor, and as a result of much painful
experience on the part of the United States. That was in
1920, and from that day to this, through various sources,
some of which we know, I have seen and you have seen the
national defense act being stripped—weakened, cut down
inch by inch. Look out. One does not have to be a mili-
tarist, but every one should be for the full sovereignty of
the United States, and for all proper defense. I would not
impugn the motives of any person nor would I even dare to
call that valiant and militant fighter LaGuarpia a pacifist,
but I beg to call attention to the fact that his amendment,
cleverly written so that it can pass muster as a germane
amendment, is not really an amendment which should be
considered in connection with the passage of an appropria-
tion bill. If the Members of the House desire to discuss a
matter of this kind, let a bill come before the House under a
rule so that the whole membership may give full considera-
tion to it. [Applause.] Do not write the proposal as a
restriction on an appropriation bill
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What the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Corrins] has
said about the need for ammunition and machinery is true
enough, but, my friends, many of the same influences which
are working in this particular instance, endeavor to hamper
us there and make it increasingly difficult to get airplanes,
men, and everything else we need for the protection of our
sovereignty. The United States is a Nation with 123,000,000
pecple and with an Army of only about 118,000 officers and
men. Is that anything to be afraid of? [Applause.] All
the boys who can possibly be trained a little along military
lines in these schools and universities will not make our
Nation military-minded, and may help quite a bit in the
general advance toward the order, the dignity and the feel-
ing of security necessary in a great sovereign Nation. [Ap-
plause.]

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary in-|
quiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. )

Mr. LAGUARDIA. May I inquire how the time stands
for and against the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. After the gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr. Cracue]l has spoken there will be one minute re=-
maining.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I am asking how the time stands for|
and against the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has divided the time as
equally as he could do so. |

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr, Chairman, I am informed that
the gentleman from Minnesota will speak against the
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Minnesota
speaks against the amendment, there will be one minute
remaining to those who are for the amendment.

Mr. CLAGUE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, there has been a great deal said here pro and con
as to whether or not agricultural land-grant colleges can
decide for themselves as to whether this military course
shall be elective or compulsory. It has been stated by the
chairman of the committee and by others that that is true.
I want to call the attention of the members of the com-
mittee to an opinion rendered by the Attorney General
That opinion was rendered June 20, 1930, on this very
question. I will state that the Wisconsin University is a
land-grant college and they have an elective course. In
substance this is what the Attorney General held. His
opinion is rather lengthy and I will ask unanimous consent
to incorporate it in my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered

There was no objection.

Mr, CLAGUE. The substance of the opinion is this: He
holds that land-grant colleges can decide for themselves
and the course can be elective. In taking up this question
he says:

I therefore advise you that you are justified in considering that
an agricultural college which offers a proper, substantial course
in military tactics complies most efficiently with the requirements
as to military tactics in the act of July 2, 1862, and the other acts

above mentioned, even though the students of that institution
are not compelled to take that course.

That was an opinion which bore directly on this question,
and that opinion, as I say, was rendered June 20, 1930.

Mr. REED of New York. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CLAGUE. Yes.

Mr. REED of New York. That being true, there is an
appropriation carried here for the commandants who are
assigned from the Regular Army to each of these colleges,
and the effect of this amendment would be to deprive them
of their salaries and not permit this training to be given in
the land-grant colleges.

Mr. CLAGUE. That is true.

Mr. STAFFORD. To a minor extent.

Mr. CLAGUE. The point I am making is this: We want
to leave this up to the schools themselves. The agricultural
college in the State of Minnesota is a land-grant college.
Military training is now required, but the board of regents
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of the Minnesota Agricultural College can make it elective if
they so decide. The university regents of our State come
from different districts in our State. They represent the
people; they are a part of our own people, and if we decide
we do not want military training it is up to our own people,
so that each institution is left to determine this for itself.

Mr. COYLE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CLAGUE. Yes.

Mr. COYLE. I ask the gentleman to yield, in order that
I may state that Doctor Richards, president of the Lehigh
University, asks that the right to determine whether this
training shall be compulsory or elective on the part of the
students shall not be taken from the local authorities.

Mr. CLAGUE. The opinion of the Attorney General, re-
ferred to above, is as follows:

COURSES IN MILITARY TACTICS IN LAND-GRANT AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES

The Secretary of the Interior is justified in considering that an
agricultural college which offers a proper, substantial course in
military tactics complies sufficlently with the requirements as to
military tactics in the act of July 2, 1862 (12 Stat. 503), and the
amendatory acts, even though the students at that institution are
not compelled to take that course.

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,
June 20, 1930,

- Bm: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your letter of
May 23, 1930, requesting my opinion as to whether agricultural
colleges having grants under the act of July 2, 1862 (12 Stat.
503), and amendatory acts, are required to include military tactics
among the compulsory courses of study, or whether they may
simply offer this subject as an elective course.

The pertinent provision of the statute is contained in section
4, which reads as follows:

“And be it further enacted, that all moneys derived from the
sale of the lands aforesald by the States to which the lands are
apportioned. and from the sales of land scrip hereinbefore pro-
vided for, shall be invested in stocks of the United States, or of
the States, or some other safe stocks, ylelding not less than 5 per
cent upon the par value of sald stocks; and that the moneys so
invested shall constitute a perpetual fund, the capital of which
shall remain forever undiminished (except so far as may be pro-
vided in section 5 of this act), and the interest of which shall be
inviolably appropriated, by each State which may take and claim
the benefit of this act, to the endowment, support, and mainte-
nance of at least one college where the leading object shall be,
without excluding other scientific and classical studies, and in-
cluding military tactics, to teach such branches of learning as are
related to agriculture and the mechanic arts, in such manner as
the legislatures of the States may respectively prescribe, in order
to promote the liberal and practical education of the industrial
classes in the several pursuits and professions in life.”

Amendments of this section by the act of March 3, 1883 (ch.
102, 22 Stat. 484; U. S. C., title 7, sec. 304), and by the act of
April 13, 1926 (ch. 130, 44 Stat. 247; U. 8. C., Supp. I1I, title 7, sec,
304), reenacted the language printed In italics above without
change. *

By the act of August 30, 1890 (ch. 841, 26 Stat. 417), annual
appropriation is made “for the more complete endowment and
maintenance of colleges for the benefit of agriculture and me-
chanic arts now established, or which may be hereafter established
in accordance with an act of Congress approved July 2, 1862
* * »» By gection 4 of this act the Secretary of the Interior is
charged with its administration, and he is directed to ascertain
and certify to the Secretary of the Treasury annually as to each
State and Territory whether it is entitled to receive its share of the
annual appropriation. There is no requirement that the moneys
appropriated under this act shall be devoted by the State to an
institution then teaching military tactics, but only to an institu-
tion which had been or should be established under the act of
July 2, 1862, The act of August 30, 1890, provides that the money
shall “ be applied only to instruction in agriculture, the mechanic
arts, the English language, and the various branches of mathe-
matical, physical, natural, and economic science, with special ref-
erence to their applications in the industries of life and to the
facilities for such instruction * * =~

But by the act of March 4, 1907 (ch. 2907, 34 Stat. 1256, 1281),
which appropriated additional money “for the more complete
endowment and maintenance of agricultural colleges now estab-
lished, or which may hereafter be established, in accordance with
the act of Congress approved July 2, 1862, and the act of Con-
gress approved August 30, 1860, * * *” it is provided that the
money so appropriated is *“to be applied only for the purposes of
the agricultural colleges as defined and limited in the act of
Congress approved July 2, 1862, and the act of Congress approved
August 30, 1890.” Another paragraph of this statute provides
that the payment of the money appropriated shall be governed by
the provisions of the act of 1890.

Under these statutes you and your predecessors have recognized
the duty, so far as the appropriations made by the act of March 4,
1907, are concerned, to withhold a certificate as to any State
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which has not one or more colleges which are conducted in com-
pliance with the provisions of the act of July 2, 1862. In deter-
mining whether such a certificate should be issued you are con-
sequently confronted with the problem whether an institution, in
order that it may comply with the act of July 2, 1862, must include
military tactics as a compulsory course of study.

The statute nowhere specifically requires that the offered course
in military tactics must be compulsory. My attention has been
called to the fact that at the time when the original statute was
passed in 1862 it appears that all or almost all courses offered in
universities were compulsory, but, of course, this is not conclusive
of the intentlon of Congress. The assoclation of the word “ mili-
tary tactics™ in the statute with the words " such branches of
learning as are related to agriculture and the mechanic arts™
shows that there was no infention to require instruction in mili-
tary tactics to be compulsory upon the student any more than
those branches of learning related to agriculture and the mechanic
arts. If one branch is compulsory all must be, and when we con-
sider the great variety of branches which are related to agriculture
and mechanic arts under the modern educational system, it is
apparent that it would be impracticable to require any student
to take all such courses. It is generally recognized that there is
no obligation on agricultural colleges having land grants under
the act of July 2, 1862, to compel thelr students to take any
course related to agriculture or the mechanic arts. The use of
the words * leading object ” in the statute indicates that Congress
must have intended to repose some discretion in the State or in
the college to determine to what extent agriculture and the
mechanic arts, scientific and classical studles, and military tacties
should be taught or required. The additional provision of the
statute that these branches of learning should be taught “in such
manner as the legislatures of the States may respectively pre-
scribe " also suggests that it was the purpose of Congress to_leave
to the States a wide measure of control in the administration of
the statute.

I have given consideration to the legislative history of the act
of 1862. The manner in which the language In question came to
be inserted in the bill does not convince me that Congress in-
tended the course in military tactics to be compulsory. If it had
had such an intention, it seems falr to assume that it would have
expressed that intention in clear language. An examination of the
report of the speech of Mr. Morrill, of Vermont (Cong. Globe,
37th Cong., 2d sess, pt. 4, Appendix, p. 256), who had charge
of this bill in the House, reveals mo clear statement to the
effect that it was contemplated that military training would be
compulsory on all students.

I have also considered what was done after the passage of the
act of 1862. From a memorandum submitied to me, it appears
that in several of the States, at least, courses in military tactics
were compulsory in the years immediately following the passage
of the act. But in a letter to the Secretary of War, under date
of July 19, 1923, the Acting Secretary of the Interior informed the
Secretary of War that “ the policy of the Department of the In-
terior has been that a State fulfills its obligation under the law
when it offers instruction and provides facilities for instruction
in the branches of learning specified In the land-grant college
legislation.”

This ruling was published In 1925 by the Bureau of Education
of your department in 4 bulletin entitled “ Federal Laws and
Ruling Affecting Land-Grant Colleges.” I understand that this
policy has been consistently followed, and that cases presenting
the precise question under consideration have arisen. The b=
lem has in particular been presented with respect to the State
of Wisconsin since 1923, for in that year the legislature of that
State provided by statute that the study of military training at
the State university should be optional. (Wisconsin Laws, 1923.
ch. 226.) It is significant that in 1926 Congress, in amending the
act of July 2, 1862, reenacted the precise language of the act of
July 2, 1862, italicized at the outset of this opinion. The Supreme
Court has held in National Lead Co. v. U. 8. (252 U, 8. 140,
146-147) that the reenactment of a statute while an adminis-
trative interpretation of the statute is in effect " amounts to an
implied legislative recognition and approval of the executive con-
struction of the statute; * * * for Congress is presumed to
have legislated with knowledge of such an established usage of an
executive department of the Government. (U. S. v. Balley, 9 Pet.
238, 256.)" To the same effect are U. 8. v. Cerecedo Hermanos y
Compania (209 U. B. 337, 339); U. 8. v. Falk & Bro. (204 U. 8.
143, 149).

I am of the opinion that the construction of the statute adopted
by your department is a reasonable one, and it was in effect ap-
proved by Congress by the reenactment of the language in ques-
tion after the adoption and publication of that construction by
your department. Added force is given to the reenactment of this
language by the fact that it occurred after the legislation in
Wisconsin referred to above.

I therefore advise you that you are justified in considering that
an agricultural college which offers. a proper, substantial course
in military tactics complies sufficlently with the requirement as
to military tactics of the act of July 2, 1862, and the other acts
above mentioned, even though the students at that institution are
not compelled to take that course.

Respectfully,
Winriam D. MITCHELL.

To the SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.
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Mr, SUMNERS of Texas. Mr, Chairman, as I understand
the proposed amendment, there is but one question involved
and that is whether the people of the respective States shall
determine whether or not they want voluntary or com-
pulsory military training in their schools.

The fact that this item is voted for commits the Congress
to military training in the schools, does it not? This amend-
ment, if adopted, would not reduce by one penny the money
appropriated by Congress for military training in the schools.
The fact that you will still allow to any student, if this
amendment is adopted, $107, if that is the proper amount,
who will accept military training, shows the Congress is
putting a premium upon taking military training in the
schools, does it not? All right, now, if you are going to
vote for the item, the only remaining question, as I see it,
is whether or not the judgment of the Congress or the
judgment of the legislatures shall determine whether or
not the people of the respective States shall or shall not
have military training; and for one, I believe the people of
my State and my legislature are just as capable of determin-
ing this guestion for the people of Texas as this Congress
[applausel, and it is none of your business. [Applause.]

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, no one
urging State rights can properly stand in the face of this
appropriation bill and the national defense act, because the
national defense act took every vestige of State rights away
from your National Guard and away from your military
training. This training is being carried on in your State
colleges with Federal money, with War Department officers,
and you have not one word to say about it.

Now, let us be fair about it. That is all there is to it.

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. LAcUARDIAL.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. BarBoUur) there were—ayes 50, noes 162,

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, T offer an amendment.
On page 54, line 17, change the figures “ 451" to “455"
in the citation.

The CHATRMAN, The gentleman from California offers
an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr., Barsoun: Page 54, line 17, strike
out “451 " and insert “ 455."

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

For arms, ammunition, targets, and other accessories for target
practice, for issue and sale In accordance with rules and regula-
tions prescribed by the Natlonal Board for the Promotion of
Rifle Practice and approved by the Secretary of War, in connec-
tlon with the encouragement of rifie practice, in pursuance of
tlie provisions of law, $200,000.

Mr, McSWAIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr, LaGuarpia). The gentleman from
South Carolina offers an amendment, which the Clerk will
report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. McSwain: Page 60, line 10, after
the word “law,” strike out “ $200,000 " and insert in lleu thereof
* §250,000.”

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to proceed for 10 minutes in discussing this amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of
the gentleman from South Carolina?

There was no objection.

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Chairman, I have asked for 10 min-
utes in order that I may explain that this amendment will
involve, to a certain degree, a departure in policy, the begin-
ning of a new régime in civilian rifle training, and I desire
sufficient time, or at least some time, to seek to explain and
justify such change.

The American Legion at its national convention in Boston
in October, 1930, passed a resolution asking the Congress to
continually increase its appropriations for this purpose until
gradually there may be sufficient funds in the years to come
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to equip and accommodate one civilian rifie club for every
American Legion post in the country.

Now, there are about 12,000 of these posts. At present
there are about 116 posts that are desiring equipment in
order to be organized and to commence their activities.
There are at present in existence 1,600 such clubs.

I have a certain, definite belief that this is one of the
very best ways and one of the most economical ways to
achieve and to maintain a reasonable degree of prepared-
ness, Several years ago I planned to establish a rifle range
on one of my own little farms for the convenience of the
citizens of the community and of the American Legion Post,
but my plans were frustrated by reason of the fact that a
gentleman came along and offered me about all that the
land was worth. Now, I am glad I sold it, and I fear he is
sorry he bought it. This is a mere incident explaining that
years ago, before the American Legion acted, I realized the
great importance of this plan upon a plan of wise prepared-
ness of the individual citizens to function in time of war.

I agree with much that the gentleman from Mississippi
[Mr. Corrins] has said during the consideration of this bill
with reference to the kind of arms that are most effective
in time of war. Though I differ in certain fundamental
principles from the gentleman of Mississippi, I think that
the gentleman [Mr, CorLrins] has rendered a certain serv-
ice in being persistent in his opposition to what might be
called the anachronisms of the Military Establishment and
insisting that they come up to date. I think that in a de-
mocracy a contrariety of ideas is always valuable and in the
end conduces to wise decisions, but I submit that in addi-
tion to the four weapons that the gentleman mentioned
as being indispensible in war—and they are—there is one
weapon that is still highly indispensable and perhaps will
be vital for generations to come, and that weapon is the
individual rifle.

The man with the rifle is able to protect machine guns in
advancing to position. The man with the rifle is thus able
to help the machine gun function. The rifle can not do
much to protect the airplane, but for these other weapons,
as tanks and poisonous gas, the rifle is indisputably an
auxiliary, and under some conditions of open warfare of
movement is essential and indispensable.

In the next place the citizenry that knows how to use a
rifle constitutes the most economical system for national
defense. I submit, gentlemen, after a study on the ground
of the Swiss Army on two different occasions, and after
having read about it for many years, that the most economi-
cal, in proportion to its cost, the most efficient army now in
the world or that ever has been in the world, is the Swiss
Army. t
= Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McSWAIN. I will.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I understand in Switzerland it is
the policy to train every able-bodied male and to encourage
them in shooting?

Mr. McSWAIN. I was coming to that. In Switzerland
there are over 4,000 civilian voluntary rifle clubs. Switzer-
land has a population of not guite 4,000,000. On that pro-
portion there would be 120,000 rifle clubs in the United
States. Now, the American Legion is only asking for one-
twentieth of the number that exists in Switzerland to-day.

Now, what about the rifle? The Swiss for 17 years won
the championship in 17 different matches. Every Swiss man
from 21 to 48, every able-bodied man, must go upon the
range every year and must make a passing grade, and if he
does not, he has to go back and try it over.

Upon a Swiss holiday or Saturday afternoon upon the
trains or trolleys going out of all the larger cities you will
find civilian soldiers rushing from the factory, from the
shop, or other work place with a rifie slung across his back,
headed for the rifle range.

Now, what was the proof of the Swiss Army’s efficiency
during the World War? Germany was tempted to cross
into Switzerland as well as over Belgium. Switzerland was
nothing more to Germany than Belgium. But what hap-
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pened? As soon as Germany began mobilizing her troops
Swilzerland mobilized an army of 200,000 men, and for four
years Germany did not dare to cross the borders into
Switzerland’s territory. Why? Because when a Swiss rifle-
man fires there is going to be a dead man at the other
end of the course of the bullet. Germany knew that. Other
soldiers may raise the rifle, shui their eyes and shoot, and
not do much damage, buti when a Swiss soldier fires the
result is a dead man. [Applause.] It takes practice to
make a good rifle shot. In 1910 the Swiss population fired
10 shots for every man, woman, and child in Switzerland.
But in Germany that same year—and Germany thought
she was preparing to fight—in Germany they fired only
one-half a shot for every man, woman, and child. In
France it was the same; they fired only one-half a shot for
every man, woman, and child. But in Switzerland they
fired per capita twenty times as many shots as were fired
in Germany or France.

Now, Switzerland is a liberty-loving country. It is the
oldest republic in the world. For nearly 700 years they
have been a free people, The Swiss believe in fighting for
liberty and in fighting to maintain liberty, and I want to
submit this thought, after some rather careful reading,
that I believe that a fair investigation of the pages of
history will show it to be true, that no people ever won or
kept their liberty that were not able and willing to win it
by force of arms. [Applause.]

No people will ultimately retain liberty unless they are
willing and able to retain it by war., What we have to do
is to draw the sharp line of demarcation between a policy
of aggressive war and a policy of preparedness for defensive
war. We in America must draw the line, That is what I
think America has ever done, and nothing that I now see
makes me apprehensive at all that America ever will become
dangerously aggressive in the matter of war. But we must
be on the alert. We must watch and resist any such
tendency.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from South
Caroling has expired.

(By unanimous consent, Mr, McSwaixn was granted leave
to extend his remarks in the Recorp.)

SWITZERLAND AS THE NURSERY OF FEACE

If there ever was a couniry where the people rule, it is
Switzerland. If there ever was a people that are devoted
to peace, it is the Swiss people. Practically all the inter-
national activities of the world have originated in Switzer-
land and now center around Switzerland. Such cooperative
agencies as the International Postal Union and the Inter-
national Telegraph Union are in Switzerland, In Geneva,
Switzerland, was held the first international arbitration
conference, being between the United States and Great
Britain, concerning the claim for damages by the Unifed
States against Great Britain growing out of the raids upon
American commerce by British raiders during the War
between the States. An award was made against Great
PBritain and promptly paid. That was the first instance in
history of two great nations voluntarily agreeing in the in-
terest of peace to submit their claims to human arbitration.

In Switzerland originated the great Red Cross movement
to alleviate the hardships and some of the horrors of war.
Swiss authors and statesmen have been leaders in every
movement to clarify and to codify international law, and
thus to remove the cause for friction which so often brings
on war. Upon Swiss territory, as on neutral ground, have
been held practically all the conferences since the Paris
Peace Conference, for setting up the framework of friend-
ship among the hitherto warring nations. At Geneva, in
Switzerland, is the seat of the League of Nations. Here is
the permanent Secrctariat. Here meets annually the As-
sembly of the League of Nations. Here periodically the
Council of the League of Nations is in session.

THE PEACEFUL SWISS ALWAYS PREPARED FOR DEFENSE

So if there be any place in the world where the sentiment
for peace is strong, it is Switzerland. And yet, if there be
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any people that are prepared constantly, every man of them,
to ﬂght in defense of his rights, and to fight in defense of
peace, it is the Swiss. For centuries the Swiss have been
known as skillful and courageous fighters. The French
monarchs formerly engaged Swiss guards for the protection
of their persons. Even to this good day, the Swiss guards
constitute one of the most picturesque features of the Vati-
can. Fortunately, the Swiss have wisely found the safe
middle ground between extreme and expensive militarism
on the one hand and pitiful and helpless unprepardness on
the other. The Swiss cifizen is a very realistic person. He
looks the world square in the face. He knows that force
still has its place in the world. The Swiss draws a lesson
from the fact that no little town in a Christian country,
where the people all know each other, and many of them
interrelated by blood or marriage, all speaking the same
language, all professing the same religion, all sending their
children to the same school, yet no such little town can be
found but must have its policeman, with his pistol and his
billet to compel the unruly and lawless minority to obey the
will of the sober and law-abiding majority.

THE BAFE AND BANE MIDDLE GROUND

How did the Swiss find this happy middle ground between
the perils of militarism, which may provoke aggressive war,
and the equal perils of pacifism, which may invite agres-
sive war? Two salient features may be pointed out as the
explanation. First is, they have practically eliminated the
professional soldier. There are very few professional soldiers
on the pay rolls of the Swiss Government. Those few con-
sist of highly trained and very capable officers who study to
keep abreast of the military art so as to impart their infor-
mation to the citizen soldiers at their annual training
periods. The Swiss have found, what other nations ecan
find if they seek, that the art of war is not so complex, nor
so modern, as to require the entire time and thought of
officers in order to keep them posted. The SBwiss have dis-
covered that their officers can give to thelr families and to
their business enough time to continue in the working world
as producers, and yet out of their leisure and during their
holidays, be able to devote sufficient attention to the progress
in the military art as to keep fully abreast. I feel safe in
asserting that you will find in banks, in law offices, in mer-
cantile establishments, in factories, and upon the farms of
Switzerland, busy men who hold commissions as officers in
the citizen army of Switzerland, who are the equals in
general intelligence and in special knowledge and technical
skill in the military art of any professional full-time officers
drawing all-the-year pay from the public treasury in any
counfry. These citizen soldiers have the civilian point of
view. Their careers are connected with civil life. There-
fore, ambition to win fame and honor upon the fleld of
battle are not dominant forces in their lives, Their attitude
is naturally defensive. They say to other nations:

If you let us alone, we will let you alone. But if you Invade us,
we are prepared to defend our soll and to destroy you in your
efforts to destroy us.

The second important factor in explaining why Switzer-
land has maintained the safe middle ground in prepared-
ness is that the private soldier feels an individual responsi-
bility to fit himself in the highest possible degree to defend
his country and his counfry's liberties. Here we escape
pacifism. Every male citizen is expected to take proper
training in the use of arms and in cooperative action with
his fellow citizens in fighting. These two things constitute
the essentials of military training. A good rifleman may
understand how to shoot, but he must also understand how
to get himself in the proper position in company with large
numbers of his fellow citizens, in order that their combined
and cooperative fighting may be effective against the com-
bined and cooperative fighting of the enemy. Consequently
the Swiss Army is a democratic army. Its ideals are as
democratic as the civil and business and industrial and
commercial institutions with which the people are familiar.
Every private soldier has if in his power by skill and initia-
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tive to rise to the grade of noncommissioned officer. Every
noncommissioned officer is encouraged and frained so that
the best, the most capable in skill, in knowledge, and in the
quality of leadership, are given commissioned rank. There-
fore, the officers in the Swiss Army represent natural leaders
just as the leaders among the lawyers at the bar, just as the
leaders in the banking world, just as the leaders in the com-
mercial and industrial world have won their positions of
leadership by ability, by character, and by the power to
inspire confidence in others. This is the very essence of
leadership.
THE ECONOMY OF A CITIZEN ARMY

Consequently the military defense forces of Switzerland
are very inexpensive. The cost is a mere bagatelle in com-
parison with the cost per capita in many other countries,
including the United States. I will gather the figures and
put them into the Recorp later, so that the contrast in ex-
pense may show impressively that the only escape from the
weight of land armaments in our country is to gradually
modify our military system from one so largely and domi-
nantly professional to a voluntary citizen army. I previ-
ously called attention to this fact in connection with my
comments upon & very able discussion of this general subject
by Gen. John M. Palmer, United States Army, retired, in
his book entitled “Statesmen or War.” He shows very
clearly how, if we Members of Congress are to be real
statesmen in connection with preparedness, we will draw
more lessons from the experience of Switzerland and will
insure that our Nation will never in the future enter upon
aggressive warfare, but that we will always be prepared to
defend ourselves against the ambition and the greed of other
nations.

THE RIFLE ESSENTIAL TO EVERY SOLDIER

Now this all leads to the question of encouraging civilian
rifle practice. The rifle is the elemental and indispensable
weapon of every soldier. The soldier may later turn to
artillery, or to machine guns, or to tanks, or to gas warfare,
or to airplanes, but the beginning of his training must in-
clude a knowledge of how to use small firearms. For a man
to know how to shoot accurately, to be familiar with the
loading and the care of a rifle and pistol, gives confidence
and creates self-respect. Therefore, the larger the number
of men in the United States connected with civil life who
are good rifiemen, the better our Nation will be prepared
for defense. These expert rifiemen, learning to shoot in a
civilian rifle club, can be employed with great benefit in
the training of soldiers hastily called out of civil life in the
event of war. To obtain a knowledge of the necessary ele-
ments of drill is a matter of a few weeks to a person of
average intelligence. To become & good shot is a matter of
experience of months, and sometimes years. We will never
have universal military training in America. It is con-
trary to the genius of American institutions. But we have
always had voluntary military training for a part of our
citizens. The larger the number of citizens willing to submit
to voluntary training, the smaller the number of citizens
whom we must enroll as regular soldiers and keep on the
pay roll all the year round.

There is an essential difference and even antagonism be-
tween the voluntary soldier and the mercenary soldier.
There is a sort of essential antagonism between the pro-
fessional soldier and the citizen soldier. The professional
soldier is disposed to look down with contempt upon the
military fitness of the citizen soldier. The citizen soldier
reciprocates this feeling and nurses the grudges of the un-
fairness and injustice that he has suffered at the hands of
the professional soldier during periods of training and dur-
ing the stress of war.

- MORE VOLUNTEERS MEANS FEWEE MERCENARIES

I stand for increasing the number of voluntary soldiers in
the Unifted States; for increasing the number of men who
are willing to train, to study, to submit to discipline, and
thus to be prepared to fight the Nation’s battles in a war
of defense. We submit to a regular, mercenary, profes-

sional army only as a matter of necessity. If we could have
equally well-trained officers and equally well-trained sol-
diers without having to pay them all the time and without
the incidental encouragement they give to the militaristic
spirit, we would: welcome such a change. For this reason
the American Legion, made up exclusively of citizens who
were formerly, for a period of time, enlisted in the defense
of the Nation’s rights and of the Nation’s life, stands for
the voluntary spirit in war. The American Legion wants
to encourage the citizen soldier. The American Legion
wants adequate preparedness at the minimum of necessary
expense. For this reason the American Legion has set up
a program of having at least 12,000 civilian rifle clubs in
the United States. Perhaps there will be more than 12,000
such clubs before the full program is developed. There
will probably be other American Legion posts established,
and at any rate there will be communities where there is
now no American Legion post, which will organize rifle
clubs. Some cities, where there is only one American Le-
gion post, will have two or more rifie clubs.

So the question is, What encouragement will Congress
give to the formation and maintenance of these clubs?
Will Congress furnish the rifles, which are in storage for
use by these clubs? Will Congress furnish the ammunition,
which is now in storage and annually depreciating and
deteriorating, for use by these clubs? Will Congress fur-
nish some money to encourage sending teams to visit the
annual matches and some money to buy trophies for the
winners at the annual matches? If Congress will do these
things, then if we do become involved in another major war
the military authorities then in control will find that the
money now proposed to be spent upon these rifle clubs will pay
dividends one hundred and perhaps one thousand fold. The
citizen who has never had on a uniform but who knows how
to use a rifle accurately and quickly is a potential soldier of
the finest sort. Such a soldier as Alvin York, familiar with
the use of the rifle in hunting squirrels or turkeys or other
big game, became in battle the equal of a hundred or a
thousand soldiers not entirely familiar with the use of
the rifie. The miraculous success of Andrew Jackson at
New Orleans is explained not alone by his own dauntless
courage and his own matchless leadership but also by the
fact that the backwoodsmen who constituted the rank and
file of his army had learned through years of practice in the
woods to use their rifles with deadly effect. Such citizen,
when called to the colors in time of war, is quickly and
easily converted over into an efficient and capable soldier.

CIVILIANS MUST CONSTITUTE ANY SIZABLE ARMY

Therefore, the greatest and widest training should be car-
ried on among civilians and such citizen soldiers as national
guardsmen, with all the implements and instrumentalities of
modern war. Our airplanes should be at the disposal of
national guardsmen who want to learn how to do military
flying. Machine guns should be at their disposal. The lat-
est types of army tanks should be at their disposal. They
should be constantly drilled and instructed in the use of
poisonous gases. But they must not neglect the rifle. The
rifle is the alphabef of the soldier. To learn its use is like
learning the a, b, ¢’s. With hundreds of thousands of our
citizens familiar with the rifle, with the airplane, with the
machine gun, with the tank, with the trench mortar, with
the use of poisonous gases, it will be possible for our Nation
to call together in short order an army composed of civil-
ians that will and can defend our rights, protect our people,
and repel the invader from our land.

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, I can agree with prac-
tically everything said by the gentleman from South Caro-
lina [Mr. McSwain] except that part of his remarks in
favor of the amendment which seeks to add $50,000 to this
item of $200,000 already in the bill. This activity of the
civilian rifie clubs has been carried along for some time at
just about the same level. The appropriation for some
years past has been $200,000 for the civilian rifle clubs, and
that is in addition to the $500,000 for national matches held
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every year at Camp Perry and for other expenses in connec-
tion with the National Board for the Promotion of Rifie
Practice. It is to maintain these 1,600 clubs. The question
is now whether we want to embark on a campaign or pro-
gram that is going to increase these national rifle clubs
without limit. If we start in here and add $50,000—and
they have been seeking for several years, not by offering
amendments on the floor, but by coming before the Sub-
committee on Appropriations for the War Department and
asking that this sum be increased—there is no telling where
it will end. They frankly tell us now that their program
is to extend this activity to thousands of these clubs. A
gentleman who appeared before the committee said 12,000
additional clubs. I believe this country should do every-
thing possible to foster and promote marksmanship and
proficiency in arms. Americans have always been noted
for their proficiency in marksmanship and in arms. That is
something we want to see maintained among our people,
and if the $50,000 were necessary to do that, I would be just
as much in favor of it as anyone.

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes.

Mr. McSWAIN. If 112 clubs are now seeking for neces-
sary aid in order to start, and there is not a sufficient fund,
would it not seem to justify an appropriation of the addi-
tional $50,000?

Mr. BARBOUR. If we were neglecting this activity, I
would be inclined to agree with the gentleman, but does the
gentleman from South Carolina know what we are doing
in this program that we are now carrying on?

Mr. McSWAIN. We have 1,600 clubs now, and we are
doing well as far as we go.

Mr. BARBOUR. Just let me call the attention of the
gentleman from South Carolina and of the other Members
of the House to just what this country is doing in order to
promote marksmanship and proficiency in arms at the
present time in this very bill now before us.

For target practice there is carried in this bill for the
Regular Army $3,034,960. That is for target practice alone.
For the National Guard there is carried in this bill for tar-
get practice $2,246,531. For the Organized Reserves for
target practice there is carried $614,792, for the Reserve
Officers’ Training Corps for target practice there is carried
$345,476, for the citizens’ military training camps for target
practice, $95,649; for the National Board for the Promotion
of Rifle Practice for the national matches, $500,000; and
for the civilian rifle clubs, $700,000, making a total for tar-
get practice already carried in this bill of $7,037,408. But
that is not all. There is an item in this bill of $1,500,000
for additional pay to enlisted men in the Army because of
proficiency in arms and in marksmanship. The latest fig-
ures that I have from the War Department are that over
16,000 enlisted men are drawing this additional pay, because
of proficiency in marksmanship. If we were neglecting
marksmanship in this country I would be inclined to vote
for the amendment which the gentleman offers, but with
more than eight and a half million dollars already in the
bill to make ourselves in this country proficient in arms and
in marksmanship, I think we are spending an adequate sum
for this purpose.

Mr. McSWAIN. Will not the gentleman separate the
items here for instruction in rifle practice for the civilian
population?

Mr. BARBOUR. To my mind it is all for the same pur-
pose, to foster and encourage proficiency in rifle practice
in this country, and it does not make so much difference
whether you do it as a civilian or as a National Guard man
or as an Organized Reserve or as a Regular Army man. If
you can shoot and hit the bull’s-eye, you are a good marks-
man.

Mr. McSWAIN. Certainly, but the gentleman must real-
ize this, that target practice for the Regular Army and for
the National Army is an indispensable, essential part of the
training, just like the drill and the uniforms.
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It ought to be charged up to the entire establishment, and
it is not fair, from an argumentative point of view to charge
it against an effort to enlarge training amongst civilians
who will be familiar with the rifle so that if a war does
come they will then be prepared to continue to shoot straighf
just like Alvin York was. Alvin York learned to shoot at
turkey shooting matches in east Tennessee, and he hit Ger-
mans as well as turkeys.

Mr. BARBOUR. It is not my intention to charge this to
the civilian activities. I just wanted to show to the Mem-
bers of the House the total amount of money carried in this
bill for marksmanship and proficiency in arms so that you
would understand it is not being neglected.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

The amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Corrs OF ENGINEERS E
CALIFORNIA DEBRIS COMMISSION

For defraying the expenses of the commission in carrying on the
work authorized by the act approved March 1, 1893 (U. S. C., title
33, sec. 661), $17,350.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. There is a subsequent item that refers to an
appropriation of $1,000,000 for the work of flood control on
the Sacramento River.

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes. That is under flood control.

Mr. STAFFORD. That has been running along for a
number of years. What is the special work that is accom-
plished by that appropriation? I believe this California
Débris Commission is in control of that.

Mr. BARBOUR. That is a different proposition. This
California Débris Commission is in confrol of the débris
that is washed down from the mines up in the mountains.
It is still coming because of the old hydraulic mining done
in the early days.

Mr. STAFFORD. I thought that was the justification for
the $1,000,000 appropriation for the Sacramento River.

Mr, BARBOUR. Well, in a way, it was, but the débris
commission is a board which studies and keeps in touch
with that situation.

Mr. STAFFORD. This California Débris Commission has
authority over the expenditure of this $1,000,000, as I recall
it?

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes.

Mr. STAFFORD. The only justification for this appro-
priation of $1,000,000 which has been appropriated for sev-
eral years is that the waters came down from the moun-
tains above Sacramento and there should be some Federal
appropriation to control the works.

Mr. BARBOUR. There are two different propositions.
There is flood control and navigation and there is the mat-
ter of taking care of the débris that comes down and
interferes with the navigation of the stream. Of course,
the two are somewhat related.

Mr. STAFFORD. There is not much navigation up there,
is there?

Mr. BARBOUR. In the Sacramento River there is a great
deal of navigation as far as Sacramento and somewhat
beyond.

Mr. STAFFORD. What is the character of navigation?

Mr. BARBOUR. It is passenger and freight.

Mr. STAFFORD. I thought the people of California were
faster moving than to go by boat, by the slow process of
navigation up the Sacramento River.

Mr. BARBOUR. Well, it is a very delightful overnight
trip. You can make it in three hours on a train easily, or
you can leave San Francisco by boat in the early evening
and be in Sacramento in the morning in time for breakfast.
It is a delightful, restful trip by river, and a great many
people take it.

Mr. STAFFORD. In order to provide a good night’s rest
for sleepy Californians, you are asking us to appropriate
$1,000,000 for navigation? :
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Mr. BARBOUR. Even for people from Wisconsin it might
do a lot of good.

Mr. STAFFORD. It might do a lot of good, but as they
are fast actors out there, they would not think of taking a
boat to travel a short distance like that when they could
travel by train in three hours. They would likely take this
metal-clad airship. No. I do not believe they would take
that, because they are too wise to experiment with a thing
as dangerous as that.

Mr. BARBOUR. I am sure if the gentleman were out
there and wanted to have a delightful night's rest he could
not enjoy anything more than a trip on one of these boats
to Sacramento.

Mr. STAFFORD. Perhaps I would need a refreshing
night's rest after the wild life in San Francisco.

Mr. McDUFFIE. Not only do they have a line of steamers
such as described by the gentleman from California [Mr.
BarBour], but there is a heavy tonnage handled on the
Sacramento River.

Mr. STAFFORD. Consisting of what, other than logs?

Mr. McDUFFIE. The rail lines do not closely parallel the
Sacramento River, and there are a number of towns be-
tween Sacramento and San Francisco which are served by
this line of steamers, which are packet boats. This line also
runs on as far as Stockton.

Mr. STAFFORD. I had heard of the packet-boat line,
but I never knew they had much passenger fravel.

Mr. McDUFFIE. I was surprised myself to learn that.
I do not recall the figures just now, but the engineer’s re-
port shows a vast amount of tonnage on the Sacramento
River.

Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, there is no question about the ton-
nage as far as logs are concerned.

Mr. McDUFFIE. And this is also high-class tonnage,
fruits and vegetables.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Wis-
consin has expired.

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

For the preservation and maintenance of existing river and
harbor works, and for the prosecution of such projects heretofore
authorized as may be most desirable in the interests of commerce
and navigation; for survey of northern and northwestern lakes,
Lake of the Woods, and other boundary and connecting waters
between the said lake and Lake Superior, Lake Champlain, and
the natural navigable waters embraced in the navigation system of
the New York canals, including all n expenses for pre-
paring, correcting, exte , printing, binding, and issuing charts
and bulletins and of investigating lake levels with a view to their
regulation; for examinations, surveys, and contingencies of rivers
and harbors: Provided, That no funds shall be expended for any
preliminary examination, survey, project, or estimate not author-
ized by law; and for the prevention of obstructive and injurlous
deposits within the harbor and adjacent waters of New York City,
for pay of inspectors, deputy inspectors, crews, and office force,
:géi mj(f)otowmamtenanm of patrol fleet and expenses of office,

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, on page 71, line 18, I offer
an amendment.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLan-
ToN] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr. BranToN: Page 71, line 18, strike out the
words “ preliminary examination.”

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to speak for five minutes out of order.

Mr. BARBOUR. Well, Mr. Chairman, reserving the right
to object, we are trying to finish this bill.

Mr. BLANTON. I have not used a moment on this bill.

Mr. BARBOUR. But we are trying to get it out of the
way, so that another bill can come on for general debate.

Mr. BLANTON. I could speak for five minutes on these
two words, but I would like to mention a convention that is
being held in this city.

Mr. BARBOUR. I know the gentleman could speak for
more than five minutes,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

2283

I will not object in this instance, Mr. Chairman, with the
understanding that this shall not be a precedent for any
similar request, because if there is a similar request I shall
have to object.

Mr. BLANTON. I shall not ask for any further time.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, there is now in session in
this city a convention of delegates from the oil-producing
States, called by the governors of those States, to devise
some means of relief for the independent oil operators of
the country. They have their backs to the wall, caused by
imports of foreign oil annually entered free, and must have
tariff protection at once.

They held a most enlightening meeting in the House caucus
room this morning which Senators, Representatives in Con-
gress, and a great number of delegates from the oil-producing
States attended. I listened to some splendid addresses there,
one of which was worthy of special mention, that made by
Mr. Wirt Franklin, of Oklahoma City. Mr. Franklin, fortu-
nately for the independent producers, is a man of wealth.
He has spent, so I am reliably told, out of his own pocket
about $200,000 in efforts to aid and assist those engaged in
his industry and to collect information and facts on the
subject he so ably discussed. He made a most valuable
statement before that meeting in the House caucus room
this morning. It has so much important information and
so many important facts correlated in it, which I have been
trying to get for a long time, and which I am sure the Mem-
bers of Congress from the various oil-producing States have
been trying to get for a long time, that I would Iike to have
it go in the REcorp in connection with my remarks. I ask
unanimous consent to incorporate the statement he made
in the caucus room this morning as a part of my remarks.

Mr. BARBOUR. Who made the statement?

Mr, BLANTON. Mr. Wirt Franklin, of Oklahoma City,
who is the president of the Indepandent Oil Producers’
Association in that portion of the United States.

Mr. PARKS. He is the man who is fighting the Standard
0Oil Co. and Shell people.

Mr. BLANTON. Do not say that, because some friend of
the big Dutch Shell Co. might come in here and object to
the remarks going in the RECorD.

Mr. PARKS., Maybe they did not hear me.

Mr. BLANTON. These facts are of importance to the
whole country, and this industry just now is the very life of
a part of my district. Right now there are many farmers
out of jobs who have been making a living for their wives
and little children by reason of the independent oil industry
in my district, and they have been able in this way to make
a living when they have not been able to make ends meet
out of their farms.

Mr. PARKS. And the same thing is true in my district.

Mr. BLANTON. When the independent operators were
getling $1.50 a barrel for their oil they were paying these
farm boys $10 and $12 a day for truck hauling, for casing
crews, for tool dressing, and tower shifts. There were hun-
dreds of them employed in all of the oil counties of my dis-
trict, and they were given needed and remunerative employ-
ment by the independent oil operators, but now they are all
out of jobs. Oil has gone down to-day another 25 cents,
thus reducing the price in Texas to about 60 cents a barrel,
and under the proration existing, men who have little 10-
barrel wells have been cut to five barrels per day production.
They can not produce but five barrels per day, and you men
know they can not do that except at a great loss.

I intended to see my friend from Massachusetts [Mr.
UnperHILL] before I made this request. I notice that he is
about to make his usual objection. And he renders valu-
able service along that line. I can assure him that this
is of great importance to the country, to Pennsylvania, to

‘| Ohio, to Indiana, and to many of the States that are now
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crippled by reason of the independent producers having their
backs to the wall. It is of great importance to the country,
and I hope my friend from Massachusetts will let it go in.

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes.

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I was interested in the gen-
tleman’s statement that the price of oil was vary low.

Mr. BLANTON. It is down to 60 cents a barrel, as there
was a cut of 25 cents to-day in Texas.

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I was about to say that
there was a cut of 25 cents yesterday.

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; which reduced it to 60 cents a bar-
rel, and the big Dutch Shell Co. can lay down gasoline in
New York to-day from its South American plant for 4 cents
a gallon and it sells here for 16 cents a gallon.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
has expired.

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to
object, if T thought that the insertion of this speech in the
Recorp would give employment to one individual outside of
the Printing Office, or if I thought it would improve the
oil situation in any State, I would not object; but, Mr, Chair-
man, the increase in the cost of publishing the Recorp last
year was $175,000 plus. There are just 560 subscribers out-
side of Congress to the ConcrEssIONAL REcorD. Each Mem-
ber of the House has 60 copies and each Member of the
Senate has 80 copies, and the cost of printing the Recorp
is more than the cost of printing anything else in the Print-
ing Office in connection with any Government activity.

Mr. BLANTON, Yet the people get more value for this
money than from any other we spend.

Mr. UNDERHILL. I do not yield to the gentleman, and
I did not interrupt him. It has become a scandal. The
Recorp is for recording the procedure of this House, a legiti-
mate function, and to have it on file for posterity or for the
convenience of the Members.

Mr. BLANTON. I am going to act in good faith with my
friend from California [Mr. Bareour], who allowed me this
time, and I am going to withdraw my request for the time
being, if it is going to provoke an argument.

(Subsequently the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr.
UnperHILL, withdrew his objection, and by unanimous con-
sent the gentleman from Texas, Mr. BLaNTON, was granted
permission to incorporate in the Recorp as a part of his
remarks the statement made by Mr. Wirt Franklin.)

The statement is as follows:

SPEECH OF WIRT FRANELIN TO GOVERNORS' OIL RELIEF CONFERENCE,
WASHINGTON, D. C., JANUARY 15, 1831

We have been called together to-day by the governors of the
oil-producing States for the purpose of working out plans for
prompt relief for the present dire distress in the petroleum indus-
try. The situation is so serious as to merit the best thought of
the leaders from the several States involved in the solution of
our difficulties.

That we may understand the many problems with which we are
confronted and the underlying causes of our existing depression,
I deem 1t advisable to review briefly the history of the industry for
the past 10 years, the policies and purposes of those in authority,
and the leaders of the industry, which have had considerable in-
fluence in bringing about, if they are not directly responsible for,
the present conditions.

Let us go back to the year 1921, when conditions very similar
to those of the present were prevalent in the petroleum ind :
brought about at that time by vast importaticns of oil, chiefly
from Mexico. Then there was under consideration in the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means, at that time under the chairmanship of
Mr. Fordney, the question of giving protection fo this industry by
the levying of a tariff on imported crude oil. The Committee on
Ways and Means of the House had voted a tariff on oil in the then
pending bill, and President Harding at that time, in a letter to
Mr. Fordney requesting that a tariff on oil be omitted from the
bill, for the first time declared the Government's policy of so-
called conservation, which will be more fully analyzed and defined
after I have traced its course and effect from that date to the
present time. Congress failed to give oll the protection to which
it was then entitled; but the Mexican Government shortly there-
after levied an export tax upon oil which, to some extent at least,
was an ald to the domestic industry. Thereafter the production
of oll in Mexico gradually declined, while exploration and develop-
ment work was begun in Venezuela, Colombia, and other South
American countries.
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In 1924, continuing the policy first enunclated by President
Harding in 1921, President Coolidge appointed four members of
his Cabinet as the Federal Oil Conservation Board, with the
Secretary of the Interior as chairman. This board held hearings
for the purpose of determining the extent of our petroleum
reserves. The aid of the American Petroleum Institute was asked
and given, and the country was alarmed at the reports emanating
from the board and leaders of the petroleum industry that our
petroleum reserves were in danger of exhaustion within a few
years, and that even our safety as a nation was at stake. This
was no new thing, as men prominent in the industry and others
had for years, from time to time, made predictions of the early
exhaustion of our oil resources. The rank and file of the pro-
ducing branch of the business paid little heed to the hearings
before the Federal Oil Conservation Board, or to the warnings
of those timid souls who prophesied the early demise of the
petroleum industry in the United States. They did not believe
these predictions, thought them harmless, and did not then
foresee the results of their indifference.

The major factors in the industry, many of whom held large
concessions in Central and South America, participated in the
hearings and aided in the dissemination to the people and the
officials of the State and Federal Governments of informatlon
tending to convince the country of the early exhaustion of this
irreplaceable natural resource, and to crystalize public sentiment
in favor of hoarding our supplies, unused, for future generations.
For years the press has been filled, to such an extent as to amount
to propaganda, with the predictions and forebodings of these
prophets of disaster. Whatever merit this so-called conservation
policy had at its inception, subsequent developments have con=-
clusively shown that the same was founded upon a false founda-
tion of fact; that the use of the word * conservation in con-
nection with this policy was not In its true sense; that instead
it meant reservation of our supplies in the ground, and the effect
has been to mislead the people into believing that we were wasting
our petroleum resources, which was far from the truth.

In 1928 it became apparent that there was an oversupply of oil
being thrown upon the markets of the United States, due to in-
creasing domestic production and increasing imports, chiefly from
Venezuela. The American Petroleum Institute created a com-
mittee on world production and consumption, the avowed pur-
pose of which was to bring about a curtailment of production in
the United States and a curtailment of imports, so as to bring
production and imports in balance with consumption. Elaborate
plans were formulated early in 1929, were submitted to the Federal
0il Conservation Board, and by that board referred to the Attorney
General for the p of ascertalning whether the plan could
be carried out without viclation of the antitrust laws. The
Attorney General could not promise immunity, and the work of
the committiee, covering the production of the country as a whole,
was discontinued. In lieu thereof committees for curtailment of
production were set to work in the various States, under the
authority of State laws where same existed, and these State
committees and subcommittees in the various districts within
the Btates have succeeded to a remarkable degree in reducing the
production of oil within the United States. As a corollary of
this work and as a part of i, the plan contemplated the curtail-
ment of production in the countries of South America, par-
ticularly Venezuela, which, had it succeeded, would have re-
sulted in a reduction of imports of crude oil and refined products
into the United States.

In the early part of 1929 Mr. M. L. Requa, reported at the time
to be acting in behalf of President Hoover, called upon the gov-
ernors of the several oil-producing States to enlist their aid in
holding a conference of the petroleum industry, and later called
such a conference to meet at Colorado Springs, Colo., on June 10,
1929. This conference was attended by several of the governors
and also by a large number of delegates from the various oil-
producing States, representing all branches of the industry. The
conference was opened by Mr. Requa, with a statement of the
alms thereof. Doctor Wilbur, Se of the Interior, again
announced the conservation policies of the Federal Oil Conserva-
tion Board, and Dr. George Otis Smith, Director of the United
States Geological SBurvey, among other things, stated, in substance,
that the next 10 years would in all probability see the exhaustion
of our petroleum reserves to the point of endangering national
defense. The doctrine of conservation was again expounded, and
the delegates representing the various States were asked to form
a compact among the States producing oil, which compact, when
adopted and approved by Congress, would become the supreme law
of the land; a commission would be appointed under the au-
thority of the compact, with power to regulate and control the
production of ofl, to determine how much oil should be produced
within the United States, and to allocate that production among
the several oil-producing States,

When it became apparent that the real purpose of the meeting
was not conservation in its real and accepted sense, but that the

purpose was, by degrees and from time to time, to reduce the pro-

duction of oil in the United States, and reserve our supplies in the
ground for an indefinite period to come, and at the same time
import our requirements in large part from forelgn countries, the
Colorado Springs conference adjourned, without having accom-
plished anything whatever toward the consummation of the pur=
pose for which it was called.
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However, this conference had far-reaching effects. It revealed,
in all its hideousness, to the rank and file of the petroleum in-
dustry the true intent and purposes of those who had been foster-
ing and promoting the so-called conservation program, to shut in
domestic production, to stop development, to reserve our oil sup-
plies in the ground, to be developed and used after the foreign
* supplies have been exhausted, and to turn the markets for petro-
leum in the United States (approximately 70 per cent of the mar-
kets of the world) over to a few large companies engaged In
exploiting the petroleum reserves of South America and in im-
porting the production thereol into the United States. If there
has been any doubt as fo these intents and purposes in the past,
all doubt must now be dispelled, since under date of January 6,
1931, Secretary Wilbur, after having received an invitation from
the Governors of Oklahoma and Kansas to participate in this con-
ference, gave to the Assoclated Press an interview declaring him-
self against a tariff on oil, and saying, if he 1s correctly quoted by
the press: “ The chief result would be that the big com
which now have many wells shut in and not in operation, would
open them up, adding to the production. Overproduction is the
basic i1l of the industry.”

It might be pertinent at this time to inquire what big companies
have advised Secretary Wilbur in advance as to how they would
defeat any beneficial results from a tariff on oil. The honorable
Secretary also said: “In the future the country with the oil will
dominate civilization. In it will be centered the wealth. America
must conserve her supply. If we waste our oil reserves now we
will pay foreign countries through the nose for every barrel we
import later. If I were the landlord of this country I would see
that we used as much imported oil as possible, and let the other
fellow waste his reserves.”

The last-quoted sentence is & full and complete admission of the
purposes of those promoting the so-called conservation move-
ment—to turn over to four companies, chiefly engaged in import-
ing oll, the entire markets of the United States, even though it
might mean the destruction of one of the greatest industries in the
United States, the impoverishment of a section of the United
States and of the people therecf, almost, if not quite, one-third
the area of the entire country, with a population of some 22,000,000
of people, and & civilization builded upon the oil industry.

In s thus does the honorable Secretary present to the
public the views of the administration or is he simply holding fast
to ideas and convictions acquired some years ago under ecircum-
stances which might then have excused the views, but which, in
the light of subsequent events, are indeed archaic?

The conference at Colorado Springs having failed to bring forth
a compact under which production could be controlled, the efforts,
by voluntary cooperation and in some States under the provisions
of State law, to curtall production, proceeded with remarkable
success. Indeed, the figures are startling. We find that for the
week ending August 24, 1929, the production of crude oil in the
United States averaged 2,975,435 barrels per day, and for the week
ending January 3, 1831, 2,082,100 barrels per day, or a curtailment
in production in that period, brought about by the cooperation
on the part of small and large producers alike throughout the
country, of 893,335 barrels daily. We will produce in the United
States this year approximately 100,000,000 barrels of oil less than
we did in the year 1929, and while we have been reducing the
domestic production 100,000,000 barrels the importers have, during
1830, brought into the United States and thrown upon our mar-
kets, duty free, more than 100,000,000 barrels of crude oil and
refined products. In fact, the imports of gasoline during the first
nine months of 1930 increased 1256 per cent over the same period
of 1929.

The report of the committee on economics of the American
Petroleum Institute at its Chicago meeting, November 10, 1930,
shows that each 5,000,000 barrels of gasoline imported would dis-
place, for the six months ending March 31, 1931, 114,000 barrels
daily of domestic production, while the report of the economics
committee appointed by Secretary Wilbur to forecast the demand
for petroleum products and ascertain and allocate oil production
necessary to supply that demand for the six months ending March
81, 1931, shows that each barrel of gasoline imported displaces
from the market 4 barrels of domestic crude. Crude oil, gasoline,
and other refined products imported In the year 1930 have dis-
placed from the market approximately 400,000 barrels dally of
domestic production.

Since for a period of more than seven years there has been an
intense propaganda fostered and promoted throughout the coun-
try in the daily press and in many of the Nation's most prominent
magazines to convince the public of the early exhaustion of the
petroleum reserves of the United States, it appears advisable at
this point to outline briefly some of the former estimates of future
oll production in the United States and later to call attention to
the vast petroleum reserves which we actually possess. It would
also pertinent to inquire what forces and organizations, cor-
porate or individual, have promoted and paid for this pro
and who are the beneficiaries thereof. An inquiry of this nature
properly and fairly conducted would, in all probability, go far
toward explaining the so-called conservation movement and why
it has been urged for a period of years,

In referring to the former estimates of future recoverable pe-
troleum reserves let me state in advance that I do not wish to
reflect whatever upon the good faith of the eminent engineers and
other authorities these estimates, but the recital of these
estimates in the light of subsequent information will demonstrate
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how easily even the most eminent and learned can be mistaken
on this subject and will show further that, perhaps, the present
advocates of the reservation of our petroleum reserves salely in the
ground may be mistaken.

1808: David T. Day estimated minimum of 8,500,000,000 barrels.
Estimated a maximum of 15,000,000,000 to 22,500,000,000 barrels
from 1808 to 1930, inclusive, United States has produced 11,442,.-
447,000 barrels, all of Day’s minimum, plus 33 per cent.

1914: Ralph Arnold estimated future production at 5,700,000,-
000 barrels. From 1814 to 1830, inclusive, United States produced
10,079,396,000 barrels, all of Arnold's estimate, plus over 80 per
cent.

1915: United States Geological Survey estimated future produc-
tion at 7,600,000,000 barrels; 1915 to 1930, inclusive, United States
has pmtduoed 9,813,633,000 barrels, all of that estimated, plus 29

cent.

1921: Certain petroleum geologists of the American Association
of Petroleum Geologists estimated future production at 9,150,-
000,000 barrels 1921 to 1930, inclusive, United States produced
7,719,222,000 barrels, nearly 85 per cent in 9 years.

'1925: The committee of 11 appointed by the Federal Oil Con-
servation Board estimated future production from proven acreage
on present methods 5,300,000,000 barrels; 1925 to 1930, inclusive,
United States has produced from these properties and new pools
56,243,161,000, almost 89 per cent.

1930: In the year 1930 the United States, according to best esti-
mates available at the present time, produced 901,000,000 barrels,
compared with 1,005,698,000 barrels in 18289.

1858 to 1930, inclusive: From beginning to date the United
Btates has produced a total of 13,149,090,000 barrels.

The production curve has been on the upgrade for several years.
The country could have produced this year, had there been any
demand for it, several hundred million barrels in excess of that
which was produced.

In 1913 the United States produced 248,446,000 barrels. In
1829 Oklahoma alone produced over 253,000,000 barrels, or more
ofl thdn the entire United States produced in so recent a year
as 1913. Oklahoma produces a billion barrels of oll each gnur
years; it is capable of producing a billion barrels each year, if the
demand called for such development. The same is true of Texas
and California. It is highly probable that any one of the States
of Oklahoma, Texas, and California can produce as much oil as
the entire United States has produced to date. The oil resources
of these States loom larger with each passing year, as deeper drill-
ing and exploration work is done. These States are getting the
development at this time, and have for a number of years last past.
Other States would leap forward accordingly if development to a
like extent were done within their borders.

The production of the Unifted States has been swinging upward
from the discovery of oil to the present time—a period of 72 years.
When we consider that the vast domain from the Canadian line
to the Gulf of Mexico, lying immediately east of the Rocky Moun-
tains, as well as the Pacific Coast States, is potential oil territory,
practically undeveloped and unexplored at this time, it is apparent
that the production curve will be on the upward trend for many
years to come; and that when said curve starts downward, if that
day ever comes, we will produce from our then known reserves of
oil as much or more oil than has been produced prior to the day
when the decline curve will start on its downward course.

What I have heretofore said has been applicable to reserves of
ofl to be produced from oil wells. Let us now consider the vast
reserves contained in the oil-shale deposits in the States of Colo-
rado, Wyoming, Utah, Indiana, and other States. These deposits
have been accurately surveyed, their oil content measured, and
suffice it to say that in one deposit in Colorado alone the experts
of the Government and the Colorado Bureau of Mines are agreed
that there are 80,000,000,000 barrels of recoverable oil, should it
ever become necessary to use the same.

We have in the coal deposits of the United States, which are
more than 50 per cent of the coal deposits of the world, another
great source of ofl, 80 great indeed that it is difficult for the
human mind to comprehend. By hydrogenation, oil and its
derivatives, including gasoline, can be successfully produced from
coal. It is not at all improbable that the perfection of this
process, using coal, or the discovery of some other form of power,
may within a few years make our present ofl reserves all but
valueless.

Secretary Wilbur and other protagonists of so-called conserva-
tion continually speak of wasting our oil reserves, when, as a
matter of fact, we are only using them without waste. It is
dertainly not fair to continually tell the public that the Ameri-
can petroleum industry is wasting our valuable oil reserves when
the country is utilizing this great natural resource for the crea-
tion of new wealth within the country. This is the oil age. Let
us utilize our oil while it is yet valuable and before the discovery
of some new form of power which may supersede oil for the
generation of power. It Is the utmost folly to continue on a
program which perhaps was concelved with honesty of intentions,
but which has outlived its usefulness and has become destructive
in a superlative degree. Imagine for a moment, if you will, that
men of similar vision to those promoting the so-called ofl con-
servation policy of the present day had been directing the policies
of the Government and the course of business from the founda-
tion of our country until the present time; that, acknowledging
our natural resources, the products of our mines, were irreplace-
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able, they should be preserved for use at some distant day; and
that, instead of developing our natural resources and utilizing
them, we had clung tenaciously to a policy of so-called conserva-
tion or reservation, then this great country of ours would now be,
from the Atlantic to the Pacific, an undeveloped expanse of almost
unbroken wilderness; the few inhabitants thereof a pastoral peo-
ple; the great civilization which we have builded and the great
industrial and commercial development which has taken place
as yet undreamed of.

What has made the United States the most enlightened, the
most prosperous, the most advanced in all lines of endeavor of any
nation in the world, has been the utilization of our natural re-
sources. It would be just as logical to contend that we should
import our iron ore, our lumber, our lead, coal, zinc, and other
mineral products, reserving our supplies thereof in this country
for some future national emergency, as it is to insist that we
should import our requirements of oil. In fact, Russia is at this
time willing to sell us all these things at a price less than our
cost of production, and France, Great Britain, and other nations
indebted to the United States would willingly pay their war debts
by sending to us all of these products. How any patriotic Amer-
ican citizen can advocate such a policy is beyond comprehension.

We have heard a great deal and read more in the daily press and
the oil journals concerning the overproduction of crude oil in the
United States. As a matter of fact, during the last 12 years (1918
to 1929, inclusive), there has not been an overproduction in the
United States, but there has been an oversupply. During that
period we have imported 950,000,000 barrels of crude oil. During
that period we lacked 600,000,000 barrels of producing as much oil
as we consumed, but during the same period we added to storage
of crude oil in the United States 350,000,000 barrels, which addi-
tion to storage, as may be seen by these figures, was occasioned
almost wholly by importing more oil into this country than we
had any need of, so that it clearly appears that the great burden
upon the petroleum industry of carrying in storage nearly 700,-
000,000 barrels of crude and refined products was not occasioned
by overproduction in the United States, but overimportation of
foreign oils.

Now, let us inquire as to what effect the so-called conservation
policy, coupled with the proration and curtailment movement and
the importation of ofl and refined products, has had upon the
petroleum industry in the United States. The price of crude oil
at the well has been reduced from time to time, until now it is
being sold very much below the cost of production, except in
isolated pools of nmew and large flush production, although, as
before stated, we have reduced the production since the peak
week in August, 1929, nearly 900,000 barrels daily, and the average
price of crude oll throughout the counfry has, during the same
period, been reduced more than one-third in price.

The case of Oklahoma is typical of all the rest. During the
week ending August 24, 1929, the production of Oklahoma was
735,750 barrels per day, and for all of this production there was a
* ready market. Since then, ‘by cooperative effort, and in line with
the published suggestions of the Federal Oil Conservation Board
and the requests of the major purchasers of oil in that State, the
production has been reduced until in the week ending January 3,
1931, the State of Oklahoma actually produced only 448,900 barrels
daily, or a reduction in the production during that period of
286,850 barrels daily. This has been accomplished in that State,
in the face of the fact that the State could, with ease, supply
sufficlent oil to furnish the entire markets of the United States
at the present time and for a long time to come from production
already developed.

The proration movement and the curtailment of production in
the various oil-producing States was inaugurated ostensibly for
the purpose of stabilizing the petroleum industry, of preventing
additions to storage, and balancing supply with demand. It has
been a success only in so far as it has proved the ability of the
industry to cooperate and accomplish curtailment of production.
As production has been reduced, imports have absorbed the market
demand theretofore supplied by domestic oil, and Instead of the
price of oil being stabilized, it has been steadily reduced until
we are now almost upon a competitive basis, so far as prices are
concerned, with cheap Venezuelan oil. One of two things must
happen, and soon. Either imports of crude oil and refined prod-
ucts must be curtailed, and the price thereof equalized with
domestic products by the imposition of an adequate tariff, or the
petroleum industry must be permanently placed upon & competing
basis, so far as price is concerned, with the foreign oil. In fact,
this is being gradually brought about, and It will not be many
months before the destruction of the petroleum industry in the
United States is complete. Already some 30,000 small wells in
northeastern Oklahoma and southeastern Kansas have lost their
market, due to the inability of the Prairie Oll & Gas Co. to con-
tinue purchasing oil in the mid-continent field.

As stated by Mr. M. L. Requa, in opening the Colorado Springs
conference, there are in the United States approximately 250,000
wells, with an average production of one barrel per day each. In
addition to that; there are some 50,000 wells with an average pro-
duction of five barrels per day each. In the aggregate, these wells
have a settled production of over 500,000 barrels. They have been
operated at a loss for more than three years. Many of them are
being abandoned and plugged each week, under the ben influ-
ence of the present so-called conservation program, timately
these wells will all be lost, and in the name of conservation 300,000
small wells, with a dally production of 500,000 barrels, and with
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recoverable reserves of oifl of hundreds of millions of barrels, will
have been destroyed. To save these wells would be true conserva-
tion, and it is within the power of the Federal Government to save
them if it will. As they are being abandoned, the oil-field laborer,
with his family, living on the lease and operating these wells, has
been thrown out of employment. He knows no other kind of
work, and under present conditions could not obtain employment
if he did. There are literally thousands of these families at the
present time dependent upon charity, and I can say, with feeling
and in truth, that these men are native Americans, the kind that
do not ask for charity—they do not wish to receive it—but who
only claim the right by honest toil to support themselves and
families.

Conservation has been tried as a remedy for the demoralization
of the petroleum industry, and it has miserably falled and will
continue to fall as long as imported oil and refined products
absorh the market demand as fast as domestic production is
reduced. The domestic petroleum industry is being ruthlessly de-
stroyed in the name of conservation. The purchasing power of
the oll-producing States has been reduced by hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars. The welfare of the petroleum industry is no
longer of local significance. If one-third of the area of the United
States, with a population of 22,000,000 of people, is impoverished
to the point where the inhabitants can not purchase from the
industrial and manufacturing sections of the country those things
which a civilized and highly developed community need, there
can be no industrial and commercial recovery in the United States
for many years to come.

The clvilization of the Southwest has been builded upon oil and
the allied and kindred industries dependent upon the petroleum
industry. If this industry is destroyed and the wealth and pros-
perity which it has created is transferred to some foreign country,
this great civilization, until recent years prosperous and contented,
will be destroyed, half of the people in the oil country must seek
employment and outlets for their energies in other lines of indus-
iries already overcrowded. Most of them will be compelled to
leave that country and the wonderful citles of the Southwest,
builded for the most part by the oil industry, will become depopu-
lated, and their magnificent ofice bulldings become the roosting
place of bats and sparrows.

We are met to-day in an attempt to work out a remedy for the
appalling conditions in the petroleum industry with which we are
confronted. All other principal industries of the United States,
when suffering under similar conditions to that now prevailing in
the petroleum industry, have been granted relief and given pro-
tection from foreign domination and control by a protective tariff.
The principle of a protective tariff for industries being injured or
destroyed by cheap foreign imports has become the settled policy
of this Government. Both the Democratic and Republican Parties,
in their platforms in the year 1928, strongly indorsed such protec-
tion to American industries, and I would again remind you that
Vice President Curtis, in campaigning for the election of the pres-
ent administration in a tour of the mid-continent field, in that
year promised the industry tariff protection, and we all know that
he was sincere in his declarations.

When it became apparent in the latter part of January, 1930,
after a drastic cut in the price of crude oil, without any economic
reason therefor, that those major companies engaged in importing
crude oil and refined products in the United States had not given
the full measure of cooperation promised by them in curtailing
their foreign production and imports commensurate with the cur-
tailment of production in the United States, and after those same
interests believed it was too late for the domestic producers to
obtain relief from Congress in the then pending tariff bill, a mass
meeting of the ofl industry was held in Tulsa, Okla., on January
20, 1930. A large delegation of oil men arrived in Washington on
February 8, 1930, and presented to President Hoover and to the
Congress their plea for protection to this great basic industry.
The tariff bill had then passed the House, had been reported by
the Finance Committee to the floor of the Senate, and the time
was too short within which to thoroughly acquaint the House and
Senate with the true condition of the petroleum industry. Since
then conditions have steadily grown worse, and most of the things
which were then told Congress would happen, if we were not given
protection, have transpired. Congress did include in the tariff bill
a provision directing the Tariff Commission to investigate and
report to Congress the cost of Venezuelan oll and refined products
delivered at Gulf and Atlantic ports, and the cost of domestic oil
delivered at the same ports, and we are now expecting that report
to be completed within a few days. Certainly by such a provision
in the tariff bill it was the intention of Congress, should the facts
warrant, to grant us relief and protection at the next ensuing ses-
slon of Congress. The kindly reception accorded us at the last
session, the generous support given in such a short time by Con-
gress, is assurance that when the Members realize the true facts in
connection with this question, relief and protection will be
granted.

Congress has recently had under consideration relief bills under
which it is proposed to give relief in various sections of the country
to the farmers and others. In the oil-producing States, as is
generally known, the farmers and landowners own one-eighth
royalty in all the oil and gas produced. The producing oil com-
panies hold under lease, for future prospecting, millions of acres
in all the oll-producing States on which a rental, usually $1 per
acre, is being paid in addition to the bonus or purchase price of
the leases themselves, from which the farmers in thousands of
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instances have been able to pay off their mortgages and improve
their farms, while the annual rental during recent years of crop
failures and low prices for farm products has paid the taxes on
their farms and in addition helped to support the farmers and
their families. But with prevalent conditions in the petroleum
industry, those engaged in the producing branch of the business,
having had their resources and income severely reduced, are un-
able to continue paying these rentals, are surrendering the leases,
and the farmers are being deprived of millions of dollars of income
heretofore enjoyed by them. Literally thousands of men formerly
employed in and near the oil fields are now idle, and the com-
munity funds raised in the adjacent cities and towns are being
called upon to assist them. In addition the oil men themselves,
in some districts where they are still able to raise the money, are
contributing funds and, through committees, administering relief
to the families of idle oil-field employees. How much better it
would be for Congress to bring relief to the petroleum industry
through a measure imposing a tariff on imported crude oil and
refined products, which would bring revenue into the Federal
Treasury, instead of by inaction on this measure making it neces-
sary to appropriate millicns from the Treasury for relief.

It was at one time argued by those importing crude oil into
this country that there should be no tariff or other limitation on
imports, because the crude oil was brought to the United States
and gave employment to American capital and labor. This is no
longer true. The Royal Dutch Shell has constructed and has had
in operation for several years a refinery at Curacao, a Dutch
island off the coast of Venezuela, the capacity of which has been
increased in the last year to 250,000 barrels per day, while the
Pan American Co., subsidiary of the Standard Oil Co. of Indiana,
has a refinery on the island of Aruba—also a Dutch island off the
coast of Venezuela—of 110,000 barrels daily capacity. In addition
to these, there are two smaller plants with an aggregate capacity
of more than 30,000 barrels per day. Operating on cheap oil pro-
duced on the mainland, rted at a mnegligible cost to the
refineries, and with transportation in tankers for the refined
products from these huge refineries, the American petroleum in-
dustry is no longer able to compete in the world markets with
them. He who can not visualize within the next few years the
complete loss of our export market has little imagination indeed.
The American companies now exporting oil to Europe will con-
tinue to export the same for some years to come, due to the fact
that they have their own controlled outlets. It Is from these re-
fineries that the gasoline and other refined products come which
absorb by leaps and bounds the market formerly supplied by
Pennsylvania, New York, West Virginia, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois,
California, and the great mid-continent field, and which has made
necessary the proration program and the vast curtailment in the
production of the United States.

The Department of Commerce maintains in the capitals and
most of the principal cities of the world commercial attachés for
the purpose of advancing the commercial interest of the United
States, and a large part of their duties is in assisting to secure
additional market outlets for petroleum products produced and
refined in the United States. At the same time Becretary Wilbur,
of the Interior Department and chairman of the Federal Oil Con-
servation Board, is devoting his energies to reducing domestic
production and encouraging these other countries to send their
petroleum products to the markets of the United States.

Is the oil industry of this country to continue in the curtall-
ment of production in an ever-increasing degree while the output
of Venezuela and other South American countries continues to
absorb the domestic market without paying one cent of taxation to
support the Government of the United States, the States, or the
legal subdivisions thereof, whereas the domestic ofl industry is the
most heavily taxed of any industry in the United States, paying first
in most States a gross-production tax of 3 or 4 per cent of all the
ofl and gas produced, a State income tax, a Federal income tax,
an ad valorem tax, capital-stock tax, and other taxes too numerous
to mention?

But those engaged in importing oil will contend that there
should be no tariff on imports, because our exports of petroleum
are greater in value than our imports. If this ent is sound
and of compelling force, then Congress should, without delay,
tepeal the tariff bill in its entirety, for on examination we find
that on the following products, to wit, iron and steel, semimanu-
factured; steel-mill produets; iron and steel, advanced manufac-
ture; electrical machinery; industrial machinery; office appliances
and printing machinery; automobiles and other vehicles; animal
olls and fats; manufactured cotton; manufactures of wood; pig-
ments, paints, and varnishes; soaps and tollet preparations; photo-
graphic goods; scientific and professional instruments; and musical
instruments, the imports during the calendar year 1929 were
$172,577,000, while the exports from the United States of the same
products totaled $1,725,111,000. During the same year the for-
eign value of imported erude petroleum and refined products was
$140,966,000, duty free, while the exports of the same products
totaled, in American value, $531,173,000. Imports of petroleum,
both crude and refined, in 1929 amounted to approximately
110,000,000 barrels (about 10 per cent in barrels of the domestic
production), while in 1930 it is estimated that the total number
of barrels of imports of both crude and refined products will be
slightly in excess of 100,000,000 barrels, and the estimated produc-
tion of crude oil in the United States for the year 1930 slightly in
excess of 900,000,000 barrels. The imports of crude oil in 1930
have been reduced as compared with the year 1929, but the
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imports of gasoline and other refined products have been so greatly
increased as to displace a much greater amount of domestic crude
from the market than was the case in the year 1920.

Secretary Wilbur in his recent release to the Associated Press
contended that since the imports were only about 10 per cent of
our domestic crude production they were a negligible factor. But
it is too well recognized as sound economics to require more than
the mere statement thereof that a 10 per cent surplus of any
commodity thrown on the market will demoralize completely the
price structure of the whole supply, and this is what has occurred
in the petroleum industry. A 10 per cent or even a 5 per cent sur-
plus production of cotton, wheat, corn, or of any manufactured or
industrial commodity has always brought about widespread de-
pression and demoralization in the price structure of the commod-
ity of which there is an oversupply on the market. Especially is
this true in the case of oil and refined products when those en-
gaged in producing and refining the same in Venezuela and other
South American countries are able at will to increase the imports
in any amount, so that the threat of the same continually hangs
over the domestic market.

At the time of the last reduction in the price of crude ol in the
mid-continent fietd, which reduction amounted to more than 25
per cent in the then average price, those companies posting the
reduced price accompanied the same with the statement that it
was made n because of competition. Certainly, it was not
the competition of domestic production, because at the time of
the posting of this crude price reduction, the cooperative move-
ment to curtail production had reduced the same nearly 600,000
barrels per day in the United States; the companies posting the
reduced prices for crude oil, after having promised full cooperation
in the proration program, betrayed producers by withdrawing from
storage 26,000,000 barrels of oil in the year 1930.

In recent months, imported gasoline has been sold in tanker
lots in Atlantic seaports as low as 4 cents per gallon. Certaliniy
it must have been the competition of this imported gasoline that
made necessary the reduction in price of the domestic product.
This reduction in the price of crude oil was followed throughout
the United States by an average reduction in the wholesale price
of gasoline (which was not passed on to the consumer) of 2 cents
per gallon. Granting, for the sake of argument, that the differ-
ence in the values of our imports and exports of petroleum prod-
ucts, and the favorable trade balance of $390,000,000 created
thereby was all profit, even though that profit went to only four
or five huge corporations, and keeping in mind that within the last
year the price of 36 gravity Mid-Continent crude has been reduced
more than one-third (50 cents per barrel), how long would it
take at 50 cents per barrel, with a dally consumption in the United
States at the present time of upward of 2,500,000 barrels of crude
oil, to entirely account for sald $390,000,000 favorable trade bal-
ance from crude-oil production alone? And let us also ask how
long it would take, at 2 cents a gallon (the amount of reduction
in the wholesale price of gasoline in recent months) with a dally
consumption of 1,250,000 barrels of ne, to account a second
time for said £390,000,000 of favorable trade balance?

While the argument is made that our exports of petroleum
products exceed our imports thereof, we find, upon an analysis of
the figures, that, taking into consideration the exports from the
Pacific coast, to which there are no imports, or, if any, only a -
negligible amount, that there are more barrels of petroleum prod-
ucts imported to the Gulf and Atlantic ports than are exported
from the same ports.

Again it is stated that there should be no tariff on imports of
petroleum products because it would be detrimental to the
interests of the consumers, the buyers of gasoline; that the con-
sumers so far outnumber the producers and refiners and those
employed In the petroleum industry that their interests are para-
mount. However, there seems to be little relation between the
price of crude oil to the producer in the United States and the
price of gasoline and lubricating ofls to the consumer, This can
be illustrated briefly by referring to the fact that in February,
1926, in 52 representative cities throughout the United States,
the average price of gasoline at the filling station, exclusive of
tax, was 18.09 cents per gallon, while the average price of crude
oll of 36 gravity Baumé during February, 1926, in Oklahoma and
Kansas was $2.04 per barrel. The average recovery of gasoline
by the refining methods then in use was 35 per cent, or 14.70
gallons per barrel. In 1929, the average price of gasoline at the
filling stations in the same cities, exclusive of tax, was 1839
cents per gallon, while the price of crude oil of 36 gravity Baumé
in Kansas and Oklahoma was $1.20, and the recovery of gasoline
by improved refining methods had increased to 46 per cent, or
19.32 gallons of gasoline for each barrel of oil. The same relative
price schedules obtained throughout the years 1826 and 1929.
The price of gasoline to the consumer has not fluctuated in
proportion to the price of crude oil.

Cheap imported fuel oil has caused the price of the domestic
Tuel oil in the refining centers of the Mid-Continent field to fall
at times below 50 cents per barrel, thus bringing about a very
wasteful utilization of this ofl, which might better be saved for
higher uses than fuel. This cheap fuel oil, coming into compe-
tition with coal, has brought serious distress to the coal industry
throughout the country, which industry has been compelled to
discharge from employment during the time this condition has
prevailed, not less than 50,000 American laborers employed in the
mines and in the transportation of coal. The unemployment
Pproblem, now receiving such diligent consideration by the adminis-
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tration, might be greatly reduced by shutting out imports of
cheap fuel oil, allowing the use of coal in many industrial and
manufacturing centers, and thus bringing about a reemployment
of thousands of miners who are now idle.

If the present program of so-called conservation is continued,
and results in the shutting down of producing wells, and the
cessation of development and exploration work, the known oil
reserves of the United States will become practically valueless.
The present owners, unable to hold the same without receiving
any income therefrom will be compelled to sell them in a market
demoralized because of this program. The purchasers who would
be willing to buy under these conditions would be the same cor-
porations who control and monopolize the production and mar-
keting of oil throughout the world outside of the United States.
It is acknowledged that there is a world monopoly on ofl outside
of this country, The markets of the United States are approxi-
mately’ 70 per cent of the markets of the world for petroleum
products. If it is desirable that monopoly shall securely fasten
its tentacles upon the petroleum industry of the United States,
with the same grip it holds upon the remainder of the world, and
if it is desirable that the consumers of the United States should
ultimately pay the same price for gasoline and other petroleum
products that are charged in Europe and other foreign countries,
then the so-called program of conservation should be continued,
even though it bring utter ruin in its wake to one-fifth of the
population of the United States directly, and indirectly and in a
lesser degree to the entire country; even though it shall cause an
increase in ad valorem taxes in the oil-producing States, to make
up for the taxes lost from the gross-production tax on oil and
gas; even though its effect on general business, banking, and
agriculture, through destruction of consuming power, shall be
most serious; even though 20,000 oil producers, individuals, part-
nerships, and large and small corporations shall be put out of
business, and their 800,000 employees and their families com-
pelled to look for work in other lines; and even though the advo-
cates of this policy in reserving the petroleum resources of the
United States for future generations shall, after viewing the havoc
wrought by their program, have a feeling of righteous accomplish-
ment.

I have never contended that a tariff on oil is a panacea for all
the ills of the industry., Were imports entirely eliminated we
must still proceed with a sane, orderly program of development
and operation of our oil fields, and, by cooperation, balance supply
with demand as we have so ably demonstrated we can do—as we
have done in the past two years. :

I would like to say, in closing, that we should not be discour-
aged. We have won much support. The whole petroleum indus-
try, the business and commercial interests, the farmers, and the
landowners of the oil-producing States now present a solid front
in demanding immediate relief and are militantly supporting the
program for the exclusion of a foreign oil from the domestic mar-
kets, either through the instrumentality of a protective tariff or,
if the political exigencies prevent that form of remedy, then by
an embargo for a period of years forbidding any importation of oil
products whatever.

The directors of the American Petroleum Institute, at its meet-
ing in Chicago, November 10, adopted, by a majority vote, a reso-
lution indorsing, in principle, a tariff on the importation of crude
oil and refined products into the United States. On December 5,
at the annual meeting of the directors of the General Mid-
Continent Oil and Gas Assoclation, which association embraces
the six States of Kansas, Oklahoma, New Mexico, Texas, Loulisiana,
and Arkansas, and contains in its membership representatives of
most of the producing, refining, and marketing interests engaged
in business in that district, adopted, with only one dissenting
vote, a resolution strongly demanding a tariff on oil and refined
products and directing the officers of the association to do every-
thing in their power to secure that form of relief for the industry.

The Rocky Mountain Oil and Gas Association took similar
action. All the local oil and gas associations throughout the
country have done likewise. The Independent Petroleum Asso-
ciation of America, with membership In every oil-producing
State of the Unlon, is a unit in demanding tariff relief. The
chambers of commerce of most of the cities and towns in the oil
States have likewise demanded a tariff on oil. A number of State
legislatures, which have been in session since the depression in
the oil industry has become acute, have memorialized Congress
for this relief, the latest one to take such action being the Legis-
lature of California, early this week. Various farm organizations
have taken a decided stand in favor of a tariff on oil

With this united and determined support I feel that Congress
and the administration should and will give heed to our prayers
and grant us that protection which only they can grant and
thus prevent our complete demoralization and ruin. - The his-
torical and statistical facts justify, the social and economic con-
ditions demand this relief. Certainly, with all this before them,
our Government can find a way.

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

Mr. EKETCHAM. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan offers
an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. KercaaMm: At the end of line 23, page
71, strike out the period, insert a colon, and add the following:
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“ Provided, That no money herein appropriated shall be avail-
able for engineering or economic surveys, or investigations of ex-
isting or proposed irrigation projects.”

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, I want to make a point
of order on the amendment that it is not germane. I will
reserve it if the gentleman wishes to be heard.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will
permit, there are, as the gentleman knows, certain studies
being carried on under existing legislation, studies of old,
established irrigation projects and proposed projects. If
there is any money in this bill for that purpose, it would
seem to be in this language, *“ for examinations, surveys, and
contingencies of rivers and harbors.” If there is no money
in this paragraph for that purpose, the amendment proposed
by my colleague is not effective. It is not legislation and it
would be a nullity; but if there is the possibility under exist-
ing legislation of using this appropriation to carry on their
irrigation studies, then the limitation proposed is only a
limitation and is in order.

Mr. BARBOUR. There is money here for carrying on
these surveys that we have been carrying on for the past
several years and which were authorized and directed by
the Congress in the rivers and harbors act and in the flood
confrol act. These surveys do take into consideration irri-
gation, as well as power, navigation, and so on.

Mr. CRAMTON. So, as a parliamentary proposition,
there is law authorizing them to carry on certain irrigation
studies and that money is carried in this paragraph, al-
though it is not conspicuous therein. All that my colleague
seeks to do is to put on a limitation to prevent using it
for that purpose.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr, TiLson). Can the gentleman from
Michigan show that there is any money carried in this para-
graph that, without the amendment, could be expended
for the purpose forbidden by the amendment?

Mr. CRAMTON. The chairman of the subcommittee has
just so stated.

The CHAIRMAN. If it is germane to this paragraph,
then the amendment is simply a negative limitation, and the
Chair gverrules the point of order.

Mr. EETCHAM. Mr. Chairman, I invite the careful at-
tention of the members of the committee to this amendment
and what it is desired to accomplish by it. I do not think I
need to remind you that one of the great problems we have
to-day in this country is the problem of farm surpluses.
You have just been hearing a story from the distinguished
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BranToN] about the surplus in
oil and the difficulties that are accruing to that great in-
dustry as a result of this great surplus. Those of us who
are familiar with agriculture likewise know the situation
there, and we have been doing our very best to limit the
expansion of the work in irrigation and reclamation proj-
ects, particularly with reference to the new undertakings
that promise to bring other areas of land into cultivation.

Mr. CARTER of California. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KETCHAM. If the gentleman will permit me to pro-
ceed just a moment or two, then I shall be pleased to yield.

In this connection may I say that in the introduction of
this amendment there is no thought of preventing the com-
pletion of irrigation projects already authorized and under
construction. The attitude of Congress as to further expan-
sion of irrigation projects in the face of present farm sur-
pluses is clearly understood. Notwithstanding the opposi-
tion to such expansion, friends of irrigation have endeavored
to find some roundabout way by which surveys of projects
can be made and reports filed. When these reports once
get into the files it seems almost impossible to prevent fur-
ther legislation simply because such surveys have been made.
The War Department seems to be lending itself to this line
of work which it seems clearly to me is wholly outside its
proper field of operation, and it is to prevent such action
that this amendment is offered.

Mr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KETCHAM. Yes.
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Mr. BARBOUR. I understand the gentleman’s amend-
ment relates to surveys in connection with existing or pro-
posed irrigation districts.

Mr. EETCHAM. The idea particularly is to prevent any
expansion of irrigation.

Mr. BARBOUR. But the gentleman is striking at a very
vital spot in my State and in the West generally in connec-
tion with existing irrigation districts that are short of water
at this time; and the surveys that have been carried on by
the Corps of Engineers of the Army have been most helpful
in getting the facts and data upon which they can do some-
thing to save the land that they already have under culti-
vation.

Mr. CRAMTON. Will my colleague yield?

Mr. KETCHAM. Yes; I yield.

Mr. CRAMTON. There is nothing in the limitation pro-
posed that would prevent any irrigation district being car-
ried on by the bureau established by the Government for the
purpose of carrying on irrigation.

Mr. BARBOUR. But I am talking about a private irriga-
tion district. The language of the amendment is “ any kind
of irrigation district.”

Mr, STAFFORD. If the gentleman will yield, do I under-
stand that the gentleman from Michigan contends that if
the Army engineers are already on the spot doing this
work it would not be more economical to have them com-
plete the work rather than magnify the activities of another
bureau?

Mr. CRAMTON. I will reserve my statement on the
matter.

Mr. McDUFFIE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KETCHAM. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama.

Mr. McDUFFIE. I would like to find out whether the
gentleman knows what percentage of this $60,000,000 might
be devoted to the studies or the work he is frying to have
discontinued?

Mr. KETCHAM, I want to be sure that none of it is, to
be perfectly frank. I do not want to stand in the way of
a proper exercise of the duties of the Army engineers, and 1
think the gentleman understands I am acting in absolute
good faith.

Mr. McDUFFIE. Unquestionably the gentleman is acting
in good faith; but may I call the gentleman’s attention to
the fact that the Congress in 1925 authorized a study of
all the navigable streams of the country and their tribu-
taries, with a view to ascertaining their maximum possible
development with respect to power, navigation, and flood
control, which only incidentally involves irrigation. This
study is not yet completed. It has revealed many facts that
have been of great advantage to the country and calcu-
lated to add much to the Nation’s commerce and its trans-
portation systems. It is a most important work. It will
cost, all told, perhaps some seven million dollars plus.
There are a few very important projects in various parts
of the country on which this study has almost been com-
pleted. Now, would the language of the gentleman’s amend-
ment prevent a continuation of these studies or of this
work? If it would, it would be very serious, and, it seems to
me, would be most harmful in its effect.

I know what the gentleman is trying to do, and down in
my heart I feel his principle is right, but I am fearful his
language will stop the work that is being carried on on these
various streams all over the country.

Mr. KETCHAM. It may be that in a few instances some
harm may be done by the action contemplated under this
amendment, but I go back to the fundamentals involved.

The CHATIRMAN (Mr. VestaL), The time of the gentle-
man from Michigan has expired.

Mr, KETCHAM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to proceed for three additional minutes,

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.
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Mr. EETCHAM. Going back to the statement I made a
moment ago, it seems to me that whatever merit there may
be in the suggestion of the gentleman from Alabama that
to-day the great question, the much larger question, that
should demand our attention is the connection that this
amendment has with the great business of agriculture itself.
That is the one thing to which it is directed. I sincerely
hope that every person here interested in that particular
phase will think it over and be glad to give his support to
this amendment. Because it does seem to me that the prin-
ciple we have announced time and time again that you can
not accomplish by indirection what you can not accomplish
by direction ought to have application here. It is only to
restrict the War Department from going into a field unre-
lated to its river and harbor or flood-control work that the
amendment is introduced.

Mr. McFADDEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. EETCHAM. I yield.

Mr. McFADDEN. I came into the Chamber after the
gentleman introduced his amendment. I presume it is to
stop the further duplication in irrigation projects.

Mr. KETCHAM. Yes; as far as the War Department is
concerned.

Mr. McFADDEN. Are they contemplating surveys of the
Columbia River Basin project?

Mr. KETCHAM. They are getting under way, and I
would be glad to restrict any further survey in that direction.

Mr. McFADDEN. The reason I asked is that I visited
there a short time ago and there is a program that at the
next session they will strive to bring about legislation for
that development. I understand that a fund of $100,000
has been raised for lobbying by the local people to foist this
development on Congress and fo insure the passage of the
Columbia River Basin project. }

Mr. KETCHAM. I have not had that particular fact
brought to my attention. In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I
desire to submit some views on this general subject recently
published in the Farm Journal of Philadelphia.

It is to this employment of Federal money to further new
reclamation schemes at this time to which I object and I can
see no essential difference whether it is Uncle Sam’s cash
in the Reclamation Fund that we take or Uncle Sam’s cash
in the Treasury. In either case it is money belonging to all
the people east and west. Surely it is an injustice to em-
ploy the funds belonging in part to each Michigan farmer
to increase his competition, decrease his market, and de-
press his selling prices.

It is a crowning injustice when the Government is asked
to step in to finance new projects that private capital will
not touch. It should be plain, it seems to me, that the will-
ingness of private capital to invest is the true test of the
soundness of the enterprise. Capital is not the timid crea-
ture it is sometimes represented. It is venturesome enough
at times. And when a reclamation scheme is pronounced
too risky for private investors to touch that should be con-
clusive proof that the enterprise is economically unsound.

I can not escape the conclusion that it is contrary to sound
public policy to expand our irrigation program by launching
new projects. It is clear to me that it is unjust to taxpayers
in general and to the farmers of the counfry in particular.
PFurthermore, I am unable to understand how it can be of
advantage to more than a small percentage of the most
exceptional settlers on the new projects. I have examined
at some length the surveys already made of the Columbia
Basin project. Here the cost of purchasing, fitting, and
equipping an 80-acre farm is estimated at from $7,500 to
$15,000 exclusive of cost of water rights. Less than 10 per
cent of the settlers seeking such homes have as much as
$5,000 to invest. Pacing new problems and uncertainties,
the chances of even the few are far slimmer than they would
be with similar investment in land already available in old
established communities.

A word of assurance needs to be given those timid souls
among us who see in a suspension of reclamation some dan-
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ger to our food supply. Since 1920 there has been a marked
decrease in the number of farms and in farm population in
the United States. In spite of this, however, production has
inereased due to increased efficiency in farm work and the
rapid mechanization of farm operations. In addition to
this many millions of acres of plow land are idle in all sec-
tions of the country. Both these factors amply offset the
demand of our growing population for foodstuffs.

Early in this article I stated that Congress had thrown
some safeguards around these appropriations by providing
that new projects must be analyzed and favorably reported
upon by the Reclamation Service. That is a precaution of
a sort, but it is not, in practice, a very effective one. For
some reason it seems to be felt in Congress that if an
investigation is once authorized and a favorable report
brought in, Congress is under some kind of obligation to
proceed with the project. It seems to be the idea that
Congress could not have made a mistake in ordering the
investigation and the Reclamation Service could not be
wrong in recommending it. There is no inherent reason
why this should be so, but in practice that is the way it
works out. In some way Congress regards the project as
having been started when the investigation is made.

The only way to prevent this, it seems to me, is to put
down our foot firmly when proposals for new surveys are
made. Let us have no more investigations, large or small,
promising or unpromising, at least until farming has had
a chance to catch up with its present competition.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman——

. Mr. BARBOUR. Mr, Chairman, how is the time being
divided? The opponents of the amendment ought to have
something to say about it.

Mr. CRAMTON. I thought that we were changing the
customary order, and certainly we are not in a position to
shut off debate, for that rests in the hands of my friend
from California. My thought is to accomplish the develop-
ment of facts, and it occurred to me that possibly the
gentleman from California would like for me fo make my
statement before he made his, so that he might get a better
understanding of it.

Mr. BARBOUR. I can have no better understanding than
I have at the present time. The gentleman’s statement will
not influence me, but I am willing that the gentleman should
make his statement. I think the amendment is uncalled for,
and I think I can demonstrate if.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentle-
man from Michigan for five minutes.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, my collegue the gentle-
man from Michigan [Mr. EercEam] brought this matter to
my attention a few minutes ago. I think what my col-
league wants to accomplish, and certainly what I desire to
accomplish, is to challenge the attention of Congress to a
highly wasteful, extravagant, undesirable duplication of
effort. There is no desire to interfere with any desirable
project under way. It may be that the suggestion fails to
adequately protect everybody’s interest. If so, if the House
sustains the principle involved of nonduplication of effort,
the gentleman from California, before it gets through Con-
gress, will be able to shape up the language to meet their
views.

What I want to bring to the attention of the House is what
I mentioned before. Last June I made a speech in the
House, and I presented certain letters. In early July I
brought it to the attention of the Budget and asked them
to make an investigation, because, in my judgment, that is
one of the real functions of the Budget, to study the activi-
ties of various branches of the Government, to the end that

there may not be undesirable duplication of effort. I ex- |’

pected that I would have the information to submit to the
subcommittee at the hearings.

Mr. CARTER of California. Mr. Chairman—

Mr. CRAMTON. I can not yield now. I want to present
my statement without interruption. I want to present some
facts in an orderly fashion. The Budget referred it to the
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Bureau of Efficiency, and the first thing I could get out of
that bureau was after the hearings were closed before the
gentleman’s committee. I have a letter this morning from
the Director of the Budget stating the matter will be gone
into with care.

In the legislation referred to language is adopted that if
followed out reasonably is quite proper and perhaps desir-
able. That is fo say, they were authorized in a study of
rivers not only to study the needs of navigation and of flood
control but also the questions of power development and
irrigation. A reasonable exercise of that authority could
not be complained of when through knowledge of a certain
work they can as an incident of that work make that study;
or, if it is essential in order to determine the navigation
possibilities the questions of irrigation require consideration,
such study should be made. No one objects to their doing
that, but here is what they are doing. I call attention to
some- of the extreme cases, because I want the gentleman
from Alabama to join with us and get this thing fixed in the
way that it ought to be. They went into the field of the
Columbia Basin. Within a week or two after Congress two
years ago refused to contribute one-half of the cost of a
further field study the Army proceeded to confribute 100
per cent of the cost. In defiance of the action of Congress in
refusing 50 per cent, they contributed 100 per cent, amount-
ing to $100,000 or more.

Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes.

Mr. McDUFFIE. Is not the gentleman fearful that this
language will stop the study already undertaken and yet in-
complete as to these various rivers?

Mr. CRAMTON. Some of them ought to be stopped, and
some of them never should have been commenced,

The CHATIRMAN. The t.une of the gentleman from Michi-
gan has expired.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to proceed for five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. CRAMTON. This is not a subject that will be settled
to-day, but I want gentlemen to think about it. In a letter
under date of July 11, 1930, addressed to the Chief of Engi-
neers, General Brown, Doctor Mead, the Commissioner of
Reclamation, in appealing to them to get onto a reasonable
basis, wrote as follows:

One of these cooperative investigations carried out In 1923-24
was a study of the lower Platte and tri-county projects along the
river from North Platte to Hastings, Nebr. Detailed reports were
prepared and have been considered by committees in Congress.
Now, the engineers from your Kansas City office have taken up
the review of these projects, have copied our reports, made sur-
veys, and are expecting, so I am informed, to review the engineer-
ing on economic aspects as presented in our report. This is belng

done without any conference with the authorities of reclamation
work in Washington.

If you want an economic study on the feasibility of an
irrigation project, what is the sense of referring it to the
Army? Is that the place to go for a real economic study

of irrigation, whatever may be the case as to engineering
studies? Then he said further:

The Army field work in itself is understood to be‘largely supple-
mental in character, but the preparation of reports and subse-
quent consideration of construction feasibility is a duplication.
In order to acquaint themselves with the work that has gone
before, the various engineer officers have equipped themselves at
heavy cost with duplicates of reports, maps, and plans on file in
our offices.

The difference in resulting conclusions by the two departments
will beget confusion and unhealthy 1mpresslons by the general
publie.

Suppose that the Reclamation Bureau. with -no background of
knowledge of ocean-going commerce or of tides or shipping, should
send its representatives to the United States engineer office In
San Francisco, proceed to copy plans, estimates, and reports of the
harbor improvement of that city, and then work out a scheme for
an independent and different development. These irrigationists
with no background of knowledge necessary to wise judgment
would be in very much the same position with the engineers of
the War Department formulating plans for the irrigation and
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agricultural development of much of the country now being in-
cluded in these studles. I am curious to know whether you would
regard such activity of the Reclamation Bureau as duplication
Oor worse.

Let me give you one other illustration of the ridiculous
extreme to which they are going: They are not only making
studies that are necessary and incident to the study of navi-
gation and flood control but they went up into Motana
recently with a large force into an area where no one has
yet asked for an irrigation project. They sent their engi-
neers in and they made an engineering and an economic
study on what is called Musselshell—some creek, and if
anybody here knows what it is or where it is I would like
to have him tell me. s

Mr. LEAVITT rose.

Mr. CRAMTON. Oh, of course, the gentleman from Mon-
tana knows, but I did not notice that he was present.

Mr. LEAVITT. It is an area in which there should be
constructed an irrigation project for the preservation of
existing livestock and a farming setflement.

Mr. CRAMTON. Does it present any great navigation
possibilities?

Mr. LEAVITT. No; except in connection with streams
below.

Mr. CRAMTON. They have gone in there and developed
the plan and are all ready to report to Congress practically
their recommendation as to the construction of an irriga-
tion project up in the Musselshell in Montana, far from
navigation. What will be the result? First, there is a
widespread demand now in the West that instead of these
projects being constructed out of the reclamation fund and
they repaid by the settlers they be built as other river and
harbor works are built—100 per cent at the cost of the
Federal Government. That is the first thing. Next, they
come in without the proper background of the economic
questions involved in irrigation and present a report. The
reclamation fund has not the money to-day to build that
even if it is recommended, and they were not contem-
plated for many years to come; and in the meantime this
definite report recommending it from the Army is there
on file, and fortifying any local demand for early develop-
ment.

Conditions will greatly change before construction time
arrives, and that money is first, a complete waste, whatever
is spent in their study; and in the second place, as to eco-
nomic studies, they do not have any great standing in Con-
gress, Army officers passing on questions of agriculture and
economics; and in the third place, it does present all of the
complications as to 100 per cent cost by the Government.
Now, what we should do is to get an expression by the
Congress condemning these unnecessary investigations car-
ried on by the War Department, and that will be accom-
plished by this amendment if it is agreed to by the com-
mittee. Thereafter my friend from California, who is fa-
miliar with some aspects of it, will no doubt see that the
amendment is amended and modified so as not to hurt
anyone.

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, this matter has: been
brought several times before the House of Representatives
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CramMToN]. A con-
dition exists that he seems to be much exercised and con-
cerned about, and he is the only one, so far as I know, who
has objected, until his colleague came in to-day and offered
this amendment,

Now, what is the situation? The Board of Army Engi-
neers has been making surveys for the purpose of determin-
ing potential power, navigation, irrigation, and any neces-
sary flood control on these streams. It has been doing that
because in two acts of this Congress we have placed that
duty upon the Board of Army Engineers. They did not seek
it. In the rivers and harbors acts and the flood control act
we placed the duty upon them to do this work. If the
gentleman from Michigan does not like that—and he is the
only one I know of who does not like it—why does he not
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amend those acts instead of coming here each time an ap-
propriation bill is considered on this floor and getting
exercised about the Board of Army Engineers?

His amendment would prohibit the expenditure of any of
this money for engineering or economic surveys or investi=
gations of any existing or proposed irrigation projects. The
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cramron] knows of, but he
is not considering this amendment, certain irrigation
projects, large private irrigation projects, that were built by
the farmers themselves with their own money, and they
have not asked the Federal Government for a single dollar.

Those irrigation projects, several in our State and in other
parts of the West, pay their own bills. They have not asked
the Federal Government for a cent, but they do have a
water problem, and the Board of Army Engineers has gone
in there in these surveys and they are the first ones, let
me say, who have done anything for them in the way of
giving assistance. The Board of Army Engineers has done
this under the direction we have given in those two acts,
and with the money carried in the War Department appro-
priation bill, and they have made surveys that have been a
real help and a real benefit to those farmers who are trying
to do something for- themselves. The gentleman from
Michigan would cut those people off from any assistance
under this bill.

Mr. McDUFFIE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARBOUR. I yield.

Mr. McDUFFIE. I am not at all concerned about any
dissension between the Board of Army Engineers and the
Reclamation Department.

Mr. BARBOUR. There is none, so far as I know, let me
say to the genfleman. The only one who seems to know
of any dissension is the gentleman from Michigan [Mr,
CRAMTON].

Mr. McDUFFIE. There is no desire on the part of the
engineers to take over the work of Doctor Mead's depart-
ment.

Mr. BARBOUR. Absolutely none.

Mr. McDUFFIE. But some of these reports, and they are
very important, ordered to be made by Congress, are in the
making, and I am fearful that under this language they
could not proceed to print one that was ready for printing
and send their report to Congress.

Mr. BARBOUR. I do not believe they could.

Mr. McDUFFIE. I think it is a dangerous procedure,
Nobody has said how much of this fund might be expended
for the work that is incidental to flood control, made by the
engineers now. Nobody seems to know. It may be a mere
pittance, but it is not really a part of their problem, it is
true, and yet it is incidental to their problem. The engi-
neers can not give a true and complete picture of any stream
without giving some notice to the irrigation projects on that
stream.

Mr. BARBOUR. I think the gentleman from Alabama
[Mr. McDurFIE] is absolutely correct.

Dr. Elwood Mead was in my section of the country last
year studying this problem for the benefit of these privately
owned irrigation districts. Colonel Robbins was the Army
engineer who was there making this study of the streams.
The information that I received was to the effect that there
was the utmost harmony between Colonel Robbins and
Doctor Mead.

Mr. PARKS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARBOUR. No; not now.

Mr, PARKS. Just for a question.

Mr. BARBOUR. Very well.

Mr. PARES. I am in sympathy with the gentleman’s
position. I am amazed that the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. Cramron] should object to a survey. I want to ask
the gentleman from California [Mr. Barsour] if there is
any Member in this House who has made more surveys and
traveled farther and made more investigations than the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cramron] in the last 10
years?
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Mr. BARBOUR. Knowing that the gentleman from Mich-
jgan [Mr. CramTON] had raised this question and had com-
plained about the Board of Army Engineers before on the
floor of the House, when the Board of Army Engineers was
before the committee we took some time to ask a few ques-
tions about their relations with the Reclamation Service.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. BarBour] has expired.

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to proceed for five additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from California [Mr. Barsourl?

There was no objection.

Mr. CRAMTON. Does the gentleman think it is accurate
to say that I am the only one interested in this?

Mr, BARBOUR. I say that the gentleman from Michigan
is the only one who has objected, so far as I have heard.

Mr. CRAMTON. I have already quoted from Doctor
Mead’s letter to General Brown, and I have other letters,

-later ones, to the same effect.

Mr. BARBOUR. Now, let me quote from General Brown
to Doctor Mead—not directly to Doctor Mead, but in regard
to Doctor Mead. General Brown said, in the hearings at
page 149:

General BrownN. I have been to see the chief of the Reclamation
Service, in order to avoid any duplication, and explained to him
what our general purposes were and told him what we were going
to do, what data we were going to get, and explained to him that
it would be made available to him, any of it, in case he wanted
it, and that as to any data he might have that was applicable to
what we proposed to do we would be glad to get without doing
work ourselves.

Mr. Barsour. And they have cooperated in this work?

General BRown. They have cooperated in this work; yes. He was
perfectly agreeable, and there is a perfect understanding, so far
as I know, between the Reclamation Service and the Corps of

Engineers on that basis.

The idea of full and complete cooperation is there, to the effect
that when we are ordered to do something by Congress we are
going to do it, and what he does not get we will get, and what he
has we will make use of.

Mr. BarBoUr. There Is no dissension?

General BRowN. None whatever,

Mr. Barsour. Or pulling back between the two departments in
reference to that work?

General BrownN. There is none whatever., He understands what
we are doing. We agree with him that if there is anything he has
to say in reference to our reports he is at liberty to say it, and
we will attach that to the reports.

Then it was called to General Brown’s attention that there
had been some criticism on the floor about this relationship
between the Army engineers and the Reclamation Service.
General Brown said:

I noticed the account of that in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.
Before that had happened I had made a personal call on thé
chief of the Reclamation Service and explained the matter to him
and told him what we desired to do in the way of cooperation, In
that we had no desire whatever to create any duplication, and I
thought there was a perfect understanding. Since that time I
have seen them again, and we have given him full information as

to what we were doing so he could take advantage of it, or, if he
had anything that would be of advantage to us, we could use any

part of it.

Then this question was asked:

Then, as far as the Director of the Reclamation Service is con-
cerned, there is a perfect understanding?

And General Brown said:

There is a perfect understanding, I believe.

Mr. KETCHAM. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARBOUR. I yield.

Mr. KETCHAM. Did the questioning of General Brown
develop to what extent the Army engineers had gone into a
survey of irrigation projects?

Mr. BARBOUR. They have been directed by Congress to
make those surveys. General Brown says there is certain
information in the hands of the Reclamation Service. Now,
instead of going out and doing that work over again, they
went to the Reclamation Service and said, “ We want to
cooperate with you. If you have anything we can make
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use of turn it over to us, so we will not do the work over
again, and anything we get we will turn over to you.”

Mr. EETCHAM. To be perfectly plain and frank now,
is there any evidence developed anywhere that General
Brown went out and undertook surveys, or that there was
any contemplation that he would, in areas where the action
of the Congress had clearly indicated it did not propose to
have such surveys made by another department?

Mr. BARBOUR. I never heard of such a thing.

Mr, KETCHAM. Does the gentleman think that is true
or is not true?

Mr. BARBOUR. 1 hnve no information whatever.

Mr. KETCHAM. If that were true, the gentleman would
be opposed to it?

Mr. BARBOUR. Absolutely.

Mr. KETCHAM. Then the gentleman should be in favor
of this amendment,

Mr. BARBOUR. I am opposed to this amendment. This
amendment goes further than that and strikes at those
privately owned irrigation districts which are trying to do
something for themselves, and the only help they have had,
so far as I know, is this help from the Board of Army
Engineers in these surveys.

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes.

Mr. CRAMTON. Congress refused to vote to authorize
half the expense by the Federal Government in the Colum-
bia Basin, and within two weeks of that refusal they took
100 per cent out of their fund. Is not that what the
gentleman refers to?

Mr. BARBOUR. I am not referring to that at all I
am referring to the effect it will have on certain irrigation
districts if this amendment is adopted. I do not think any
Member of this House wants to do anything of that kind
to a privately owned irrigation district; districts that are
endeavoring to pay their own bills and have had a little
help from the Board of Army Engineers. [Applause.]

Mr, LEAVITT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last two words. I dislike especially to disagree with the gen-
tleman from Michigan [Mr. CramMTON]. He is undoubtedly
the most valuable friend of reclamation in the House, but I
rise in opposition to the amendment. I do so particularly
because the Musselshell project in Montana was referred to
by the gentleman from Michigan, and I am greatly interested
in its development. He used that project and situation and
referred to it as an illustration of why this amendment
should be adopted. ‘I wish to use the same project and
situation as a reason why the amendment should not be
adopted.

I have on my desk to-day quotations from a letter of the
Commissioner of Reclamation in reply to a request that the
economic study of that project be made by the Reclamation
Service. In reply to that request the statement was made
that there was a report prepared, I think, in 1902 or 1903,
in which it was stated that a suitable reservoir site had not
been discovered. Mr. Chairman, during this last fall I went
over that project personally and visited two adequate reser-
voir sites. That proves to me conclusively that that old in-
formation of almost 30 years ago is not complete and docs
not meet the present situation.

But there is a cogent reason why that study can not be
expected at this time by the Reclamation Service. That
reason is that they do not now have in their possession the
funds necessary to carry on this and various other studies
similar to this one on the Musselshell River and like those
referred to by the gentleman from California [Mr. BARBOUR].
There is a lack of money in the reclamation fund for that
purpose. Now, under this provision in this Army bill, while
the flood-control studies are being made and while the navi-
gation studies are being made, that other needed informa-
tion ean be at least partly also gathered. We shall thus be
advancing these irrigation projects needed as a part of t.ha
development of the western country.
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Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LEAVITT. Yes.

Mr. CRAMTON. Is it not true that not only are the ap-
propriations for investigations by the Reclamation Service
limited but also that the amount of money—because the
projects have failed to pay the charges due—in the fund
has become so limited that not only can they not take on
the gentleman’s project as a new project but they can not
continue their established 10-year program?

Mr, LEAVITT. I am very sorry to say there does exist
that shortage of money, but at the same time that very
fact is an added reason for allowing this work to go forward
under this Army appropriation.

Mr. CRAMTON. Is the gentleman aware that there is a
definite demand in some quarters that $5,000,000 be taken
out of the Federal Treasury to advance to the reclamation
fund in order to carry on the existing program?

Mr. LEAVITT. That has not been advanced to Congress
in any bill.

Mr. CRAMTON. But such a demand has been made?

Mr. LEAVITT. That suggestion has been made, but there
is no demand of that kind before the Congress.

Mr. CRAMTON. Is the gentleman aware of the de-
mand that has developed somewhere in the West and defi-
nitely expressed in some quarters that as a result of these
Army studies these projects should be built not by the
Reclamation Service but by the Corps of Engineers, and
that they ought to be paid for out of Federal funds as river
and harbor projects are paid for?

Mr. LEAVITT. That has not come to my attention.

Mr. CRAMTON. I have that evidence.

Mr. McDUFFIE. I will say to the gentleman that that
will not be done soon by this Congress, in my judgment.

Mr. LEAVITT. I have stated that that has not come to
my attention, but it would not surprise me to have almost
any kind of proposal grow up in the minds of the interested
people.

Mr. McDUFFIE. Why, certainly.

Mr. LEAVITT. But I do not expect that to be soon done
by the Congress, based on my knowledge of how things are
accomplished here and what is possible. At the same time,
I will say that with the shortage of reclamation funds many
of these things that would ordinarily be fully justified out
of the reclamation fund unfortunately can not be done just
at this time from that source.

The gathering together of this information, however, may
make evident the feasibility of proposed projects, even if
it proves necessary ultimately to finance some of them under
State laws or otherwise. In any event the gathering of
this information is valuable and should not be stopped
through the adoption of this amendment, because, let me
say again, it can not be carried forward now under the
Reclamation Service, because the funds are not available.
There surely can not be any duplication of work which can
not be done except under this one Army appropriation.

Mr. MCFADDEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LEAVITT. I yield.

Mr. McFADDEN. Will the gentleman explain to the com-
mittee why this examination of Musselshell Creek in Mon-
tana was started at this time? What were the reasons
for that?

Mr. LEAVITT. Of course I and others requested it, but
it was undertaken under the authority and direction of this
Congress in connection with studies of flood control and
navigation. The Musselshell is a tributary that becomes
ultimately a part of the great Missouri and Mississippi River
system. They are carrying on a complete study to develop
the entire situation in that drainage.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mon-
tana has expired.

Mr. MORTON D. HULL. Mr. Chairman, may we have the
amendment again reported?

The Clerk again reported the Ketcham amendment.
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The CHAIRMAN (Mr, Trsox). The question is on agree-
ing to the amendment.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. PARKS. Mr, Chairman, I ask for a division.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman’s request comes too late.

Mr, UNDERHILL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to proceed for one minute to withdraw an objection I
recently made to the request of a Member.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman from
Massachusetts is recognized for one minute.

Mr, UNDERHILL. Mr. Chairman, a further explanation
of the situation has convinced me that my objection,
although possibly fundamentally right, might do an injustice
to a great many Members who desire information that can
only be obtained by them through the columns of the
REcorp. So without compromising my principle or my prac-
tice in any way, I withdraw my objection to the request of
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLaNTON].

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I renew my request, inas-
much as the gentleman from Massachusetts has withdrawn .
his objection, to incorporate as an extension of my remarks
made to-day, the statement of Mr. Wirt Franklin, president
of the Independent Oil Producers of Oklahoma, made at a
meeting in the caucus room of the House Office Building
this morning.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

(The statement occurs in connection with the remarks of
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLanToN] previously made.)

Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word, and will only detain the committee a moment.

I want to get some information from the chairman of the
subcommittee. What is the total amount that will be avail-
for river and harbor work for the fiscal year 1932, including
the emergency appropriation made before the holidays? Is
it $82,500,000 or $71,200,000?

Mr. BARBOUR. Eighty-two. million five hundred thou-
sand dollars—$60,000,000 here and $22,500,000 in the emer-
gency bill. .

Mr. McDUFFIE. But, as the gentleman will doubtless
recall, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Woop] said when
that bill was under consideration that there was $11,000,000
duplicated, and I remember asking the question on the floor
and I would like fo read the gentleman his answer,

Mr. BARBOUR. I think I can explain that.

Mr. McDUFFIE. The gentleman’s answer was not alto-
gether clear to me, but I would judge it means that $71,-
000,000 would be available as the total amount for 1932
instead of $82,500,000.

Mr. BARBOUR. In the emergency bill and in these esti-
mates there were certain projects, the money for which over-
lapped, but we carry in this bill $60,000,000 and in the
emergency bill $22,500,000; and General Brown said that
there would not be any duplication in the work but that this
money would enable him to speed up the work and do work
that he otherwise could not have done, because there is just
that much more money that he has in the appropriations.

Mr. McDUFFIE. Let me read just this short paragraph.
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Woop] said:

This twenty-two and a half million dollars is just that much
more than they would have gotten if it were not for this bill.
The $11,000,000 is not duplication, but just that much more money
for the same projects between this bill and the regular bill,

Mr. BARBOUR, Yes.

Mr. McDUFFIE. So there is just $11,000,000 more for the
same projects?

Mr. BARBOUR. No; $22,500,000 more.

Mr. CRAMTON. If the gentleman will permit, I remem-
ber the discussion in the subcommittee of the Committee on
Appropriations when the emergency bill was before that
committee——

Mr. McDUFFIE. If the gentleman from Michigan and the
chairman of the committee feel sure that the amount is
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$82,500,000, I am very happy, and I have no desire fo inter-
fere with the program.

Mr. CRAMTON. Since neither appropriation is limited to
any particular projects and it is all available for any work
authorized by law, of course, the sum total is available, and
while the $22,500,000 may take care of $11,000,000 that would
have been in this bill, that releases $11,000,000 out of this
amount to go further than was otherwise planned.

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

Mr. KETCHAM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to extend the remarks I made by including an article
that I have prepared in support on the subject.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to extend the remarks I made in the Recorp, and also to
include some correspondence.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of
the gentleman from Montana?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Emergency fund for flood control on tributaries of Mississippi
River: For rescue work and for repair or maintenance of any
flood-control work on any tributaries of the Mississippi River
threatened or destroyed by flood, in accordance with section 7

of flood control act, approved May 15, 1928 (U. 8. C., Supp. III,
title 33, sec. 702g), $400,000.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out
the last word. I have an interesting letter here from the
Director of the Census in reference to the unemployment
census, which I believe will be of interest to every member
of the committee, and I ask unanimous consent o proceed
out of order for five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks
unanimous consent to proceed ouf of order for five minutes.
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the Bu-
reau of the Census is taking a census of the unemployed in
several cities of the United States to check up the unemploy-
ment situation in comparison with the situation of to-day
with that of last April. The census starts to-day, I believe.

In the meantime many cities have provided for tempo-
rary employment. In other words, they give employment for
three days in the week instead of giving relief money direct.
The temporary relief employment is a cover only to chari-
table aid. It is not productive or gainful employment.

The unemployment situation has created in many cities
the apple-peddling system. Now, I want to call the atten-
tion of the House that in this census that started to-day the
Census Bureau is going to count the unemployed men selling
apples as gainfully employed. They are going to count the
men that are receiving this little relief—I do not want to
use the word charity, but it is charity—this little relief as a
gainful employment.

Now, such a census will not be of much aid to us in getting
an accurate picture of the real unemployment situation in
these cities.

Mr. ABERNETHY. It may aid the Red Cross.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. What we want is an actual picture of
the unemployment situation. We can not give instructions
to the supervisors. If time permitted, I would ask this House
to instruct the Director of the Census by resolution to cause
an accurate and intelligent enumeration of the unemployed
to be made. I do not know what we can do to get an ac-
curate, intelligent census, but I appeal to every Member of
the House who is interested in having an intelligent census
of the unemployment situation, to call this matter to the at-
tention of the Census Bureau, so that these men receiving
temporary relief and selling apples shall not be counted as
men gainfully employed, but properly classified as able and
willing to work but unemployed.
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Mr. PARKS. What difference does it make whether there
are 5,000,000 or 10,000,000 men out of employment unless
they are going to do something for them?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Well, if there are 5,000,000 men or
10,000,000 men unemployed we ought to know it. It seems
to me it is an idle gesture, if we are going to take an unem-
ployment census to check up the conditions now as com-
pared to last April, that any such system as I have described
be followed.

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I may put
into the Recorp at this place a letter that I received from
the Director of the Census, such as I have described.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of
the gentleman from New York?

There was no objection.

The letter follows:

DEPARTMENT oF COMMERCE,
BUREAU oF THE CENSUS,
Washington, January 13, 1931.
Hon. F. H. LAGUARDIA,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

My Dear Mg. LaGuarpia: I have received your letter of January
10 relative to the question of the classification in the census of
unemployment of men who are receiving relief employment of
three days a week paid from charitable funds and men selling
apples as a makeshift occupation.

The question of what persons should be included in the census
of unemployment received very careful consideration when the
census was taken last April. We found that there was no well-
established or generally accepted definition of the term * unem-
ployed,” and we realized that any general definition would be
dificult to apply consistently under the practical limitations of
census taking. It was necessary to have some test that could be
readily applied. The best practical solution of the problem seemed
to be to obtain a record for every person who usually followed a
gainful occupation and for any reason, whether on account of
sickness, disability, inability to find work, or disinclination to
work, was not actually working at the time of the census. Ac-
cordingly the instructions issued to the enumerator were to make
an entry on the unemployment schedule for every gainful worker
who was not at work on the day preceding the enumerator's visit,
or on the last previous working day in case the preceding day
was not a regular working day. Other questions were included to
develop the reasons why the person was not working and how long
he had been without work.

It is necessary that the results of this special census about to be
taken should be comparable with the census taken last April if we
are to have a correct index of the trend of unemployment since
that time. It was decided, therefore, that the instructions, defi-
nitions, and schedules of inquiries used at this census should be
identical with those used in the earlier census. Therefore the
enumerators were instructed “ to enter on the schedule the name
of every gainful worker who was not at work on the last regular
working day " preceding the enumerator's visit. But he is not to
include any person who is working at a gainful—that is, money-
earning—occupation without regard to whether that occupation is
permanent or only temporary. This, I believe, is the only workable
principle on which a satisfactory census could be taken, and in
accordance with that prineiple we ruled that people engaged in
selling apples, either as a temporary or a permanent occupation,
are actually working at a gainful—that Is, a money-earning—
occupation at the time the census is being taken, and therefore
are not to be returned on the unemployment schedule.

Very truly yours,
W. M. StEUART, Director.

The Clerk read as follows:

Flood control, Sacramento River, Calif.: For prosecuting work
of flood control in accordance with the provisions of the flood
control act approved March 1, 1917 (U. 8. C., title 33, sec. 703),
as modified by the flood control act approved May 15, 1928 (U, S.
C., Supp. III, title 33, sec. 704), $1,000,000.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. Mr. Chairman, I have examined the hearings,
and find there is an actual expenditure for the Sacramento
of $400,000, of which $200,000 is available, but there is noth-
ing in the hearings to show the actual expenditures. This
is the same amount appropriated last year. Has the gentle-
man any private information how the fund is expended?

The hearings show that prior to the flood control act of
1928, the State and local authorities were contributing two-
thirds, and since then the ratio has been changed so that
the Federal Government is contributing one-half and the
State one-half.
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Mr. BARBOUR. That was changed in the flood control
act of May 15, 1928. My understanding is that the total
amount the Federal Government will be called upon to con-
tribute under that act is $17,600,000, and it is being appro-
priated now at the rate of $1,000,000 a year. The project
is now about 50 per cent completed.

Mr. STAFFORD. Of the $17,600,000, how much up to the
present time has been appropriated?

Mr. BARBOUR. The project is about one-half completed.
This is the third million dollars that-has been appropriated
under the latest enactment.

Mr. STAFFORD. We have been appropriating for a long
time for this work. The limit of appropriation of $17,600,-
000 is not fixed in that act?

Mr. BARBOUR. That was superseded by the flood control
act, which made a new arrangement. In 1925 we appro-
priated $500,000, and in 1926 $550,000, in 1929 $400,000,
and in 1930 we came in under the new act.

Mr. CARTER of California, Under this new act does not
the Federal Government contribute one-third and the State
of California one-third and the local interests one-third?

Mr. BARBOUR. As I understand it, the State pays one-
half of the cost of the levee, and some of the control work,
furnishing rights of way, and the United States pays half of
the channel improvement and control, and for one-half of
the levee.

Mr. STAFFORD. The statement of General Pillsbury in
the hearings is explicit, in answer to the direct question re-
peated several times by the chairman of the committee, Mr,
BArBOUR, that the State contributes only one-half and the
National Government one-half.

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word, to call the attention of the committee to the fact
that the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. James], is absent from the
city on official business. He suggested to me the advisa-
bility of letting the Recorp show that the Committee on
Military Affairs is aware that there are certain provisions in
the bill that are not predicated upon authorizations. The
subcommittee of the Committee on Military Affairs has been
very earnest in its efforts to insist that there shall be previ-
ous authorizations, but, of course, there are many activities
that have been carried for so long without any funda-
mental authorization that it would be unfair and unwise to
make the point of order even if it would lie. There are also
some provisions to which the point of order would lie that
we think ought to continue in the bill. For the purposes
of the Recorp we desire to show that on page 20, line 21,
there is no authorization, but that there is a bill pending,
H. R. 2671, to constitute authorization; also on page 20, line
21, the bill H. R. 2744 is pending for the purpose of consti-
tuting authorization, and the same is true in respect to the
following places and bills: Page 21, line 15, H. R. 2967; page
27, line 9, H. R. 4193; page 28, line 17, H. R. 4196; page 34,
line 4, H. R. 12202; page 37, line 7, H. R. 2678; page 39, line
1, H. R. 4200; page 39, line 17, H. R. 4195; page 41, line 23,
H. R. 10372; page 48, line 9, H. R. 2676; page 54, line 17,
H. R. 3147; page 57, line 27, H. R. 2900; page 62, line 2, H. R.
2675.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Have those bills been introduced in
this Congress or have they been pending for some time?

Mr. McSWAIN. They have been introduced in this Con-
gress. The subcommittee of the Committee on Appropria-
tions and the Committee on Military Affairs understand it.
It is our intention and desire whenever we have a day to seek
to have these bills acted upon.

The Clerk read as follows:

For maintenance and operation of the Panama Canal: Salary of
the governor, $10,000; purchase, inspection, delivery, handling, and
storing of materials, supplles, and equipment for issue to all
departments of the Panama Canal, the Panama Railroad, other
branches of the United States Government, and for authorized
sales; payment In lump sums of not exceeding the amounts
authorized by the Injury compensation act approved September
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7, 1916 (U. 8. C. title 5, sec. 793), to alien cripples who are now
& charge upon the Panama Canal by reason of injuries sustained
while employed in the construction of the Panama Canal; in all,
£9,359,808, including $1,000,000 for continuing the construction of
the Madden Dam across the Chagres River at Alhajuela for the
storage of water for use in the maintenance and operation of the
Panama Canal, together with a hydroelectric plant, roadways,
and such other work as in the judgment of the Governor of the
Panama Canal may be necessary, to cost in the aggregate not to
exceed $15,500,000, and including $500,000 for completing the con-
struction of a ferry and highway near the Pacific entrance of the
Panama Canal as authorized by the act approved May 27, 1930;
together with all moneys arising from the conduct of business
operations authorized by the Panama Canal act: Provided, That
in addition to the amount herein appropriated, the Governor of
the Panama Canal is authorized to enter into contracts for con-
tinuing the construction of the Madden Dam and accessories, as
herein specified, to an amount not to exceed $11,250,000.

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I move fo
strike out the last word for the purpose of calling attention
to an amendment adopted yesterday or the day before,
which appears on page 2105 of the ReEcorp. That amend-
ment provides:

None of the appropriations in this act shall be available for
the purchase for use within the continental limits of the United
States of any raw materials not produced within the continental
limits of the United States or any articles or supplies containing
materials or manufactured of materials not produced within the
continental limits of the United States, except (1) articles pro-
duced or supplies purchased for experimental purposes; (2) crude
rubber and components of ammunition or of mixed metals not
procurable within the United States; and (3) as may be author-
ized expressly by law.

I fully approve of having the War Department buy raw
materials in the United States; but it seems to me that we
are running into a world of trouble by requiring them to
have raw materials in manufactured goods bought in the
United States, or to show that they are. For instance, take
this book, or this rug, or these chairs. It is almost impos-
sible to determine after the article is manufactured whether
the raw materials that entered into it were produced here
or elsewnere. I fear that this will cause a great deal of
trouble. I call the attention of the committee to this for
the purpose of giving notice that when it comes up in the
House I am going to ask for a special vote upon it and a
reconsideration of it, with the idea that next year or some
time later something may be worked out that will require
the purchase of raw materials without the confusion of
having to ascertain whether the raw materials in manufac-
tured goods are produced in the United States. As it is now,
with this amendment it seems to me that it will cause a
great deal of trouble.

Mr. TABER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANEFORD of Virginia. I yield.

Mr. TABER. Does not the gentleman think the War
Department can work out some simple rule for handling
that situation without any trouble? It does seem that the
language is not sufficiently involved or so restrictive that
it can not be handled and administered properly. I do not
think there is the least frouble about it, and I think if the
gentleman will consider it from that angle he will have a
different attitude toward it.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. I yield.

Mr. STAFFORD. I notice from a reading of the amend-
ment that the language is positive and mandatory, that no
article shall be purchased where it contains any raw mate-
rial not produced within the continental limits of the United
States. They would not be able to purchase a newspaper,
because any number of newspapers contain sulphite pulp
that is made abroad.

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. That is the danger of it
and it seems to me this should go over until next year
and something could be worked out that would enable the
War Department to properly handle the matter. -

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to
the pro forma amendment for the purpose of calling atten-
tion to one fact. I had intended calling attention to the
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fact that the paragraph at the bottom of page 72 and the
top of page T3 is substantially the same as the amendment
adopted the other day known as the Taber amendment at
another place in the bill as a substitute to the Collins
amendment. Should not this language, which is not as
broad, be stricken from this part of the bill?

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes. That was stricken out in the
whole Committee on Appropriations.

Mr. STAFFORD. I beg the gentleman's pardon, I have
the committee print.

Mr. BARBOUR., The whole committee struck it out and
then it went in again as the Taber amendment.

Mr. STAFFORD. It was the judegment of the full com-
mittee that no inane provision like this should be incor-
porated?

Mr. TABER. No. The Secretary of War sent a letter
up there that morning and the committee did not have
a chance to thoroughly digest that letter and the committee
struck it out, but when it was fully considered, it was
put in again.

Mr. STAFFORD, What is the period of digestion on the
part of the committee on matters that come before it?

Mr, LAGUARDIA. From the War Department, one
second.

Mr. STAFFORD. But the committee did strike it out
regardless of the period of digestion?

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment,
which I have sent to the Clerk’s desk.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California offers
an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read the amendment as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Barsour: Page 75, line 14, strike
out the semicolon and insert a period.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk concluded the reading of the bill

Mr, BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com-
mittee do now rise and report the bill back to the House
with sundry amendments, with the recommendation that
the amendments be agreed to and that the bill as amended
do pass.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. TiLson, Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported
that that committee, having had under consideration the
bill (H. R. 15593) making appropriations for the military
and nonmilitary activities of the War Department for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1932, and for other purposes,
had directed him to report the bill back to the House with
sundry amendments, with the recommendation that the
amendments be agreed to and the bill as amended do pass.

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques-
tion on the bill and all amendments thereto to final passage.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any of
the amendments?

Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I demand a
separate vote on the amendment appearing on page 1237 of
the Recorp, known as the Taber amendment.

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any
other amendment? [After a pause.] If not, the Chair will
put them in gross.

The amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment
on which a separate vote is demanded.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment, substitute by Mr. Taser, page 25, line 25: Insert
the following: “ None of the appropriations in this act shall be
available for the purchase for use within the limits of the United
States of any raw materials not produced within the limits of the
United States or any articles or supplies con

taining materials or
menufactured of materials not produced within the limits of the
United States, excepi (1) articles produced or supplies purchased
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for experimental purposes; (2) crude rubber and components of
ammunition or of mixed metals not procurable within the United
States; and (3) as may be authorized expressly by law.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
and was read the third time.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the bill,
and I offer the following motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers
a motion to recommit, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Motion by Mr. LaGuarpia: I move fo recommit the bill to the
Committee on Appropriations with instructions to report the same
back forthwith with the following amendment:

Page 55, line 25, before the period insert:

“ Provided !uﬂ!wr That no appropriation contained in this act
shall be available for any expense incident to any form of mili-
tary instruction or fraining in high schools which require or
compel students to undergo any form of military instruction or
training.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to re-
commit.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. LaGuarpia) there were—ayes 11, noes 92.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote on
the ground that there is not a quorum present.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. [After counting.]
One hundred and thirty-five Members are present, not a
quorum. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant
at Arms will notify absent Members, and the Clerk will call
the roll.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 59, nays
271, not voting 101, as follows:

[Roll No. 16]
YEAB—59
Box Dowell Eading
Brand, Ohlo Evans, Mont. Eetcham Robinson
B Frear Kvale Romjue
Busby Goldsbhorough LaGuardia Sabath
Cannon Greenwood Ludlow Bchafer, Wis.
Christgau Hall, N. Dak. Mead Selvig
Christopherson Halsey Mooney Short, Mo
Cochran, Mo. Hill, Wash. Morehead Sinclair
Collins Hope Morgan Sparks
Cooper, Wis. Howard Nelson, Mo. Bproul, Eans,
Cox Huddleston Nelson, Wis. Btafford
Crosser Hudson Palmisano Strong, Eans,
Davis Hull, Morton D. Parks Welsh, Pa.
Dickinson Hull, Wis. Peavey Willlamson
Dominick Jones, Tex. Ralney, Henry T,
NAYS—271

Abernethy Campbell, Iowa. Doxey Graham

Campbell, Pa. Drane Granfield
Adkins Carter, C Drewry Green
Allen Carter, Wyo Driver Gregory
Allgood Cart Dunbar
Andrew Chalmers Dyer Guyer
Arentz Chindblom Eaton, Colo Hadley
Arnold Chiperfield Hall, T1L.
Aswell Elliott Hall, Ind.
Sm gt B ERMS
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Bankhead Clarke, N. Y Erk e Hancock, N. C
Barbour Cochran, Pa. Eslick Hardy
Beedy Cole Estep Hare
Beers Collier Evans, Calif. Hartley
Black Colton Finley
o e
Blanton 2 Fi d Rt
Bloom Cooper, Oblo  Foss Hill, Ala
Bohn Cooper, Tenn. Free Hoch
Bolton Coyle Freeman Hogg, Ind
Bowman Crail Fuller Hogg, a.
Boylan Cramton Gambrill Hooper
Brand, Ga. Crisp Garber, Okla,  Hopkins
Briggs Cross Garber, Va, Houston, Del,
Brigham Crowther Hull, Willlam E.
Britten Dallinger Gasque Igoe
Browning Darrow Gibson Irwin
Brumm Davenport Gifford James, N. C.
Buchanan Denison Glover Jeflers
Burdick De Priest Golder Jenkins
Butler DeRouen Goodwin Johnson, I1.
Byrns Douglas, Ariz. Goss Johnson, Nebr.




Johnson, Okla. McMillan Ragon Taylor, Colo.
Johnson, Tex. McReynolds Ramey, Frank M. Temple
Johnston, Mo. McSwain Ramseyer Thatcher
Jonas, N. C. Maas Thurston
Kahn Magrady Ransley Tilson
Kelly Manlove Reed, N. Y. Timberlake
Eendall, Ky, Mapes Reilly Tinkham
Eendall, Pa. Martin Rich Treadway
Kinzer Merritt Rogers Turpin
Enutson Michener Rutherford Vestal
Eopp Miller Sanders, N. Y. Vincent, Mich.
Korell Milligan Banders, Tex. Vinson, Ga.
EKurtz Montague Bandlin Walnwright
Lambertson Moore, Ky. Seger Walker
Lanham Moore, Ohio Seiberling Wason
Lankford, Ga. Mouser Shafler, Va. Watres
Lankford, Va. Murphy Shott, W. Va. Watson
n Nelson, Me Bhreve Welch, Callf,
Lea Newhall Sloan White
Leavitt Niedringhaus  Smith, Idaho Whitehead
Leech Nolan Snell Whitley
Lehlbach O'Connor, Okla. Snow Whittington
Letts Oldfiel Somers, N. Y. Wigglesworth
Linthicum Oliver, Ala, Speaks Wilson
Loofbourow Owen Spearing Wingo
Lozler Palmer Sproul, Tl Wolfenden
Luce Patman Stalker Wolverton, W. Va.
McClintie, Okla. Patterson Strong, Pa. Woodruff
McClintock, Ohlo Perkins Summers, Wash. Woodrum
McCormack, Mass Pittenger Sumners, Tex. Wright
McDuffie Pratt, Harcourt J. Swanson ‘Wurzbach
McFadden Pratt, Ruth Swick Wyant
McEeown Pritchard Swing Yates
McLaughlin Purnell Taber Yon
McLeod Quin Tarver
NOT VOTING—101
Aldrich Dickstein Johnson, Wash. Rowbottom
Almon Dorsey Kearns Schneider
Andresen Doughton Kemp Bears
Auf der Helde Dougiass, Mass. Kennedy Simmons
Bacharach Doutrich Eerr Simms -
Bachmann Doyle Klefner Sirovich
Baird Eaton, N.J. Kunz Smith, W. Va.
Beck Esterly Langley Steagall
Bell Fenn Lindsay Stevenson
Blackburn Fish McCormick, Il, Stobbs
Browne Fitzpatrick Mansfleld Stone
Brunner Fort Menges Bullivan, N. Y.
Buckbee French Michaelson Sullivan, Pa.
Cable Fulmer Montet Taylor, Tenn,
Canfield Garrett Moore, Va. Thompson
Carley Gavagan Norton Tucker
Celler Hale O’Connor, La, Underhill
Chase Haugen O'Connor, N. Y. Underwood
Clancy Hawley Oliver, N. Y, Warren
Connery Hoffman Parker Williams
Connolly Holaday Parsons Wolverton, N. J.
Corning Hudspeth Pou Wood
Craddock Hull, Tenn. Prall Zihlman
Culkin James, Mich. Rayburn :
Cullen Johnson, Ind. Reece
Dempsey Johnson, 8. Dak. Reld, Ill.
So the motion to recommit was rejected.
The Clerk announced the following pairs:
On this vote:
Mr. Browne (for) with Mr. Johnson of South Dakota (against).
Until further notice:

. Hawley with Mr. Cullen.

Connolly with Mr. Oliver of New York.

Reld of Illinois with Mr. Doughton.

Menges with Mr. Gavagan.

James of Michigan with Mr. Tucker.

Eaton of New Jersey with Mr. Corning,
Bacharach with Mr. Moore of Virginia.

Taylor of Tennessee with Mr. Fulmer,

French with Mr. Brunner.

Underhill with Mr. Garrett.

Wood with Mr. Almon,

Fenn with Mr. Rayburn.

Johnson of Washington with Mr. Lindsay.

Stobbs with Mr,

Buckbee with Mr. Montet

Reece with Mr, Sirovich.

Dempsey with Mr. Steagall.

Haugen with Mr, Warren.

Sullivan of Pennsylvania with Mr. Sullivan of New York.

Fort with Mr. Williams.

Wolverton of New Jersey with Mr, Doyle,

Chase with Mr. O'Connor of Loulsiana.
Aldrich with Mr. Pou.

Simmons with Mr. Kemp.

Hoffman with Mr, Dickstein.

Beck with Mr. Celler,

Klefner with Mrs, Norton.

Cable with Mr. O'Connor of New York.

Doutrich with Mr, Stevenson.

Stone with Mr. Underwood.

Culkin with Mr. Smith of West Virginia,

EEE%EEEEEEE?EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE
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Jobnson of Indiana with Mr, Eerr,

Clancy with Mr. Kunz.

Holaday with Mr. Canfield.

Esterly with Mr. Carley.

Parker with Mr, Dorsey.

Zihlman with Mr. Hudspeth.

Schneider with Mr. Connery.

Andresen with Mr. Bell.

Fish with Mr. Hull of Tennessee.

Simms with Mr, Mansfield.

Hale with Mr, Kennedy.

Craddock with Mr. Fitzpatrick.

. McCormick of Illinols with Mr, Douglass of Massachusetts.
Mr. Eearns with Mr. Auf der Heide,
The resulf of the vote was announced as above recorded.
The doors were opened.
The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill,
The bill was passed.
On motion of Mr. BarsoUR, a motion to reconsider the

vote by which the bill was passed was laid cn the table,

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to
Mr. WarreN (at the request of Mr. Hancock of North Caro-
lina), for to-day, on account of illness.

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED

Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee had examined
and found truly enrolled a joint resolution of the House of
the following title, which was thereupon signed by the
Speaker:

H. J.Res. 447. Joint resolution making an appropriation
to carry out the provisions of the public resolution entitled
“Joint resolution for the relief of farmers in the drought
and/or storm stricken areas of the United States,” approved
December 20, 1930.

The SPEAKER announced his signature to an enrolled
bill of the Senate of the following title:

S.2865. An act granting the consent of Congress to com-
pacts or agreements between the States of Wyoming and
Idaho with respect to the boundary line between said States.

JOINT RESOLUTION PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT

Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee did on this day
present to the President, for his approval, a joint resolution
of the House of the following title:

H. J.Res. 447, Joint resolution making an appropriation
to carry out the provisions of the public resolution entitled
“ Joint resolution for the relief of farmers in the drought
and/or storm stricken areas of the United States,” approved
December 20, 1930.

FEEERRRERERER

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do
now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o’clock and
55 minutes p. m.) the House adjouwrned until to-morrow,
Friday, January 16, 1931, at 12 o'clock noon.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS
Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of
committee hearings scheduled for Friday, January 16, 1931,
as reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several com=
mittees:
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS
(10.30 a. m.)
District of Columbia appropriation bill.
Legislative appropriation bill.
Navy Department appropriation bill.
COMMITTEE ON THE PUBLIC LANDS
(10 2. m.)

Oil shale lands.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows:
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T77. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting
a draft of a proposed bill to increase the limits of cost of
construction of certain public works, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

778. A communication from the President of the United
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropria-
tion pertaining to the legislative establishment under the
Architect of the Capitol for the fiscal year 1932 in the sum
of $2,833 (H. Doc. No. 718) ; to the Committee on Appropria-
tions and ordered to be printed.

779. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting
a draft of a proposed bill authorizing an appropriation for
the erection of a memorial to the officers and men of the
United States Navy who lost their lives as the result of a
boiler explosion that totally destroyed the U. S, S. Tulip near
St. Inigoes Bay, Md., on November 11, 1864, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the Library.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. LEAVITT: Committee on Indian Affairs. S. 5295.
An act authorizing an additional per capita payment to the
Shoshone and Arapahoe Indians; without amendment (Rept.
No. 2274). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union.

Mr. LETTS: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 13528.
A bill providing for payment of $100 to each enrclled Chip-
pewa Indian of Minnesota from the funds standing to their
credit in the Treasury of the United States; with amend-
ment (Rept. No. 2275). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. FULLER: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R.
13249. A bill to authorize the acceptance of a tract of land
adjoining Hot Springs National Park, Ark., and for other
purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 2276). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union.

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas: Committee on Indian Affairs.
H. R. 10515. A bill to ratify certain leases with the Seneca
Nation of Indians; with amendment (Rept. No. 2278). Re-
ferred to the House Calendar.

Mr. GRAHAM: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 14055.
A bill to make permanent certain temporary judgeships; with
amendment (Rept. No. 2279). Referred to the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. LUCE: Committee on the Library. H. R. 15931. A
bill to provide for the relocation of statue of Gen. John A.
Rawlins; without amendment (Rept. No. 2280). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. LUCE: Committee on the Library. H. R. 16078. A
bill to amend the act approved June 2, 1930, providing for a
memorial to Theodore Roosevelt for his leadership in the
cause of forest conservation; with amendment (Rept. No.
2281). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union.

Mr. GRAHAM: Committee on the Judiciary. S. 4425. An
act to amend section 284 of the Judicial Code of the United
States; without amendment (Rept. No. 2282). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIIIT,

Mr. RANSLEY: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R.
10003. A bill to authorize full settlement for professional
services rendered to an officer of the United States Army;
with amendment (Rept. No. 2272). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House.

Mr. LEAVITT: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 13856.
A bill authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to pay E. C.
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Sampson, of Billings, Mont., for services rendered the Crow
Tribe of Indians; with amendment (Rept. No. 2273). Re=-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. EATON of Colorado: Committee on the Public Lands.
H. R. 14491. A bill for the relief of J. N. Gordon; withou$
amendment (Rept. No. 2277). Referred to the Committee
of the Whole House.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESCLUTIONS

- Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BOHN: A bill (H. R. 16205) authorizing a pre-
liminary examination and survey of the Crooked and In-
dian Rivers, Mich.; to the Committee on Rivers and Har-
bors.

Also, a bill (H. R. 16206) providing for a preliminary ex-
amination and survey of the harbor at Naubinway, Mackinac
County, Mich.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 16207) to
prohibit the recovery of any indebtedness to the United
States from either the principal or the interest due and
payable to any depositor from the military or naval service
whose savings were intrusted to the Government under
provisions of existing law; to the Committee on Expendi-
tures in the Executive Departments.

By Mr. MORTON D. HULL: A bill (H. R. 16208) to pro-
cure and erect in the city of Washington the group of stat-
uary known as The Indian Buffalo Hunt; to the Committee
on the Library.

By Mr. MILLIGAN: A bill (H. R. 16209) to amend para-
graph (1), section 201, World War veterans’ act, 1924; to the
Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation.

By Mr. SINCLAIR: A bill (H. R. 16210) to provide for
the conducting of livestock breeding, growing, and feeding
experiments in connection with the Dickinson Field Station
at Dickinson, N. Dak.; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. JAMES of Michigan (at request of the War De-
partment) : A bill (H. R.'16211) to authorize the attendance
of personnel and animals of the Regular Army as partici-
pants in the Tenth Olympic Games; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 16212)
providing for examination and survey of Lake River, Wash.;
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, a bill (H. R. 16213) to provide for distribution of
tribal funds of the Puyallup Indians of the State of Wash-
ington; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. OLIVER of New York: A bill (H. R. 16214) grant-
ing retirement to certain former employees of the Treas-
ury Department; to the Committee on the Civil Service.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 16215) au-
thorizing the sale of surplus power developed under the
Grand Valley reclamation project, Colorado; to the Com-
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation.

By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H., R. 16216) to increase the
limit of cost of construction of certain public works, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. STEAGALL: A bill (H. R. 16217) to amend sec-
tion 32 of the act of Congress approved July 17, 1916, known
as the Federal farm loan act, but adding thereto a section
to be known as section 32-A; to the Committee on Banking
and Currency.

By Mr. CRAMTON: A bill (H. R. 16218) to amend sub-
section (a) of section 1 of an act entitled “An act for the
acquisition, establishment, and development of the George
Washington Memorial Parkway along the Potomac from
Mount Vernon and Fort Washington to the Great Falls,
and to provide for the acquisition of lands in the District
of Columbia and the States of Maryland and Virginia requi-
site to the comprehensive park, parkway, and playground
system of the National Capital,” approved May 28, 1930; fo
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.
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By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 16219) to amend the
World War veterans’ act, 1924, as amended; to the Com-
mittee on World War Veterans’ Legislation.

By Mr. REED of New York: Resolution (H. Res. 335) for
the consideration of H. R. 12901 to extend the provisions of
certain laws relating to vocational education and civilian
rehabilitation to Porto Rico; to the Committee on Rules.

Also, resolution (H. Res. 336) for the consideration of
S. 2113 to aid in effectuating the purposes of the Federal
laws for promotion of vocational agriculture; to the Com-
mittee on Rules.

. By Mr. CRISP: Resolution (H. Res. 337) to amend Rule
II by adding two new paragraphs; to the Committee on
Rules. :

Also, resolution (H. Res. 338) to amend paragraph 4 of
Rule XIII; to the Committee on Rules.

Also, resolution (H. Res. 339).to amend Rule XXVII, pro-
viding a discharge rule; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. WAINRIGHT: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 467) to
provide for the erection of a suitable memorial to the
Second Division of the American Expeditionary Forces; to
the Committee on the Library.

By Mr. PATMAN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 468) to
authorize loans, in certain emergency cases, for use in
making payments on loans of Federal land banks and joint-
stock land banks; to the Commiftee on Agriculture.

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of Rule XX.[I memorials were presented
and referred as follows:

Memorial from the State I..eglslature of the State of Idaho,
urging the Congress of the United States of America to give
careful consideration to and enact such legislation as will
permit the United States Government to pay to counties
and State the taxes that would ordinarily be assessed against
lands; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BACON: A bill (H. R. 16220) for the relief of
John A. Rapelye; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. BOHN: A bill (H. R. 16221) for the relief of
Cadreau Bros.; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 16222) for the relief of
Mark Parker, alias Harry E. Parks; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 16223) for the relief of
Charles A. Gettys; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. GREENWOOD: A bill (H. R. 16224) granting an
increase of pension to Martha Hattery; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HARE: A bill (H. R. 16225) for the relief of Claud
J. Adams; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HOGG of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 16226)
granting an increase of pension to Barbara A. Smith; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HOPE: A hill (H. R. 16227) for the relief of M. K.
Stephens; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. MORTON D. HULL: A bill (H. R. 16228) granting
a pension to Anna Buckingham; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 16229) for the relief
of Helena C. VonGroning and Stephan VonGroning; to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. McLEOD: A bill (H. R. 16230) for the relief of
George Hamlin; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. MOORE of Ohio: A bill (H. R, 16231) granting a
pension to Florence Bonnell; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,
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Also, a bill (H. R. 16232) granting a pension to Carrie
Boyd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 16233) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Anna Gault; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. OQ'CONNOR of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 16234) for
the relief of the Charles LeRoy estate; to the Committee on
Claims.

By Mr. OLIVER of New York: A bill (H. R. 16235) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Hattie V. Holdsworth; to the

| Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 16236) granting a pension
to Doris Wehrs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PATMAN: A bill (H. R. 16237) for the relief of the
heirs of F. P. Brower, deceased; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. REED of New York: A bill (H. R. 16238) granting
an increase of pension to Rena N, Kerr; to the Committes
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SMITH of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 16239)
granting an increase of pension to Mary Treadway; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. STALKER: A bill (H. R. 16240) granting an
increase of pension to Rebecca A. Decker; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WALKER: A bill (H. R. 16241) granting an in-
crease of pension to Nancy Kelley; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WHITLEY: A bill (H. R. 16242) granting an in-
crease of pension to Elizabeth F. Taylor; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WOLVERTON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R.
16243) granting an increase of pension to Frank C. Nelson;
to the Commitiee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 16244) granting an increase of pension
to Loverney J. Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were
laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as foflows:

8602. By Mr. ANDREW: Petition from various residents
of Massachusetts, favoring passage of so-called antivivisec-
tion bill, H. R. 7884; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

8603. By Mr. BACON: Petition signed by residents of
Long Island, urging the enactment by Congress of House
bill 7884, providing for exemption of dogs from vivisection
in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District
of Columbia.

8604. Also, petition of the East Rockaway Yacht Club, of
Long Island, in support of passage of dog antivivisection bill
for the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

8605. By Mr. BARBOUR: Petition of residents of the
seventh congressional district of California, urging passage
of House hill 7884, for the exemption of dogs from vivisection
in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

8606. By Mr. BLOOM: Petition of residents of New York
State, urging the passage of House bill 7884, providing for
the exemption of dogs from vivisection in the District of
Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

8607. By Mr. HILL of Washington: Petition of 35 citizens
of Spokane, Wash., urging passage of House hill 7884, for the
exemption of dogs from vivisection; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

8608. By Mr. KEVALE: Petition of 30 citizens of Glenwood,
Minn., representing the business men, professionals, and
railroad employees, urgently requesting consideration of ade-
quate and proper motor-bus regularity legislation; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

8609. Also, petition of members of the Carl A. Hanson
Post, No. 321, Elbow Lake, Minn., unanimously favoring leg=
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islation to pay off in full adjusted-service certificates; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

8610. By Mr. O’'CONNOR of New York: Resolution of the
Long Island Chamber of Commerce, New York, opposing
transfer of all or any part of the New York State canal
system to Federal Government under terms and conditions
of rivers and harbors act of July 3, 1930; to the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors.

8611. By Mr. PRALL: Petition of citizens of the eleventh
district, New York, urging the passage of House bill 7884
for the exemption of dogs from vivisection; to the Commit-
tee on the District of Columbia.

8612, By Mr. SHOTT of West Virginia: Memorial of
Council of Jewish Women, of Charleston, W. Va., urging
legislation permitting admission of wives and children of
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alien residents; to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

8613. By Mr. YATES: Petition of Louis J. Cohn, secretary
Elliott Varnish Co., 4525 Fifth Avenue, Chicago, Ill., urging
the defeat of any legislation tending to increase the rate of
first-class postage from 2 cents to 214 cents per ounce; to
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

8614. Also, petition of William E. Rasch, 3622 North St.
Louis Avenue, Chicago, I1l.,, president International Brother-
hood of Electric Workers, Local No. 134, urging the passage
of House bill 10821; to the Committee on Education.

8615. Also, petition of A. B, Miller, 7825 South Wabash
Avenue, Chicago, Ill., urging Congress to pass House bill
10821 for betfer and more vocational fraining; to the Com-
mittee on Education.
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